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TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 


PHELIMINARY  PROCEEDIN&S  IN   TUB  IIOITSE  OF 
EEPRESENTATIVES. 


On  the  32d  day  of  March,  1873,  daring  the  Extra  Session, 
Hon.  Ira  R.  Grosvenor,  a  Representative  from  Monroe  county, 
presented  the  petition  of  I.  H.  Bartholomew,  E.  C.  Dart,  and 
24  others,  citizens  of  the  city  of  Lansing,  making  complaint 
and  preferring  charges  of  misdemeanors  against  Charles  A 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eenton, 

The  petition  was  ordered  printed  in  the  jonmal. 

The  following  is  the  petition : 
To  the  HonoraNe  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 

Michigan : 

WJiereas,  It  is  susceptible  of  proof  that  Chas.  A.  Edmonds, 
Commiaaioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  has  violated  act  No. 
TO  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1871,  which  provides  that  "the 
drunkenness  of  any  person  holding  office  under  the  Constitu- 
tion or  laws  of  this  State,  shall  hs  good  cause  for  removal  fVom 
office,  by  the  authority  and  in  the  manner  provided  by  law;" 

And  whereas,  The  Constitution  makes  the  Legislature  the 
only  body  having  control  of  this  law  as  regards  a  State  officer, 
or  who  can  execute  the  same  when  it  is  in  session ; 

And  whereas.  We  believe  that  said  law  was  enacted  to  the 
end  that  the  people  of  the  State  might  not  be  made  to  endure 
the  disgrace  of  the  continuance  in  public  office  of  men 
addicted  to  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  excess ; 
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And  wTiereas,  The  too  free  use  of  liquor  leads  to  other 
debaucheries  and  excesses  in  violation  of  good  order,  and  dis- 
reputable to  the  participant,  bringing  disgrace  upon  himself, 
and  thus  upon  those  who  have  confided  the  public  trust  to 
him,  of  which  debaucheries  and  escessea  it  can  be  proven  by 
undoubted  testimony,  Mr.  Edmonds  is  guilty ; 

And  whereas,  Mr.  Edmonds  has  in  his  employ  as  clerks  in 
the  State  Land  office,  men  who  publicly  violate  the  laws  of 
good  order  and  decency,  and  who  use  intoxicating  liquors  to 
excess; 

Therefore,  To  the  end  that  the  law  passed  in  1S71  may  not 
be  a  dead  letter  on  our  statute  books,  and  the  people  forced  to 
endure  the  disgrace  of  having  sneh  men  in  public  places  where 
they  are  compelled  to  come  in  contact  with  them,  and  bo  sub- 
jected, whenever  hate  or  envy  dictate,  to  the  damning  words 
gathered  fi:om  the  haunts  of  vice  and  iniquity  which  such 
men  store  up  from  the  dehaucheriea  in  which  they  indulge 
and  low  characters  with  whom  they  associate,  we  ask  that  the 
Legislature  take  proper  steps  to  enter  into  a  full  investigation 
of  this  subject,  and,  if  the  charges  of  drunkenness  or  other 
misdemeanors  can  be  proven  against  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
that  he  be  at  once  removed  from  the  position  of  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  Office;  and  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray, 
Lansing,  March  19, 187S. 

I.  H.  BARTHOLOMEW,      E.  BEMEMT. 

R.  C.  DART,  B.  F.  SIMONS, 

E.  H.  DAVIS,  H.  INGERSOLL, 

H.  B.  SHANK,  PRANK  WELLS, 

G.  H.  COLE,  T.  R.  CUSHING, 

C.  TRACY,  O.  S.  CASE, 

E.  B.  MILLAR,  ABNER  BROWN, 

J.  B.  HULL,  A.  T.  DAVIS, 

J.  R.  PORTER.  H.  H.  LARKED. 

J.  R.  ESSELSTYN,  C.  E.  NASH. 

JOHN  ROBSON,  H.  ELLIOT, 

J,  E.  LEMLEY,  H.  P.  HITCHCOCK, 

H.  W.  SQUIERS.  J.  T.  COKN. 
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Mr.  Grosvenor,  by  uuanimous  consent,  offered  the  following : 

Resolved,  That  the  petition  and  comphiint  of  L  H.  Barthol- 
omew,-E.  C.  Dart,  and  twenty-four  others,  citizens  of  the  city 
of  Lansing,  against  Chas.  A.  Edmonds,  the  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  OflSce,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  referred  to 
a  select  committee  of  three,  with  instrncfcions  to  inquire  into 
the  probable  truth  or  falsity  of  the  complaint,  and  report 
thereon  to  this  House  with  all  convenient  speed  the  result  of 
their  deliberations,  and  whether  tbe  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds 
ought  to  be  impeached  by  this  House,  to  the  end  that  he  may 
be  removed  from  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
OfBce ;  and  if  in  their  opinion  the  complaint  is  well  founded, 
that  they  report  to  this  House,  in  form,  charges  and  speciOca- 
tions  thereon,  with  the  view  of  a  trial  before  the  Senate,  as 
contemplated  by  Article  13,  sections  1,  3,  and  3  of  the  consti- 
tution of  this  State ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  such  inquiry  and 
information,  such  committee  is  hereby  authorized  and  empow- 
ered to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  examine  witnesses 
touching  the  matter  of  such  complaint. 

Mr.  Fenton  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  maliing  the 
committee  five  instead  of  three  ; 

Which  was  accepted, 

Mr.  Huston  offered  the  following  as  a  substitute  to  the 
resolution : 

Whereas,  It  is  claimed  and  reported  that  the  Hon.  Charles 
A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  has  been 
guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  his  ofBcc  as  such  Commissioner, 
and  has  also  been  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors; 

And  whereas.  The  dignity  and  honor  of  the  State  impera- 
tively demand  and  require  honesty,  faitlifulness,  and  good  moral 
character  in  all  of  its  public  servants; 

And  wJiereas,  The  power  to  impeach  any  civil  officer  of  this 
State  is  vested  by  the  Constitution  of  said  State  in  the  House 
of  Eepresontatives ;  therefore 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  be  appointed  to  investi- 
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gate  the  raajmer  in  whicli  said  Commissioner  has  eondudted 
his  said  ofiQce,  and  whether  he  has  been  guilty  of  any  offense 
or  offenses  that  are  impeachable,  and  that  said  committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  to  examine  witnesses 
on  oath,  and  that  they  report  to  this  House  with  all  convenient 
speed,  by  resolution  or  otherwise; 

Which  was  not  adopted. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Grosvenor  was  then  adopted. 

The  Speaker  announced  the  appointment  of  Messrs.  Gros- 
venor, Oscar  Adams,  Benjamin  W.  Huston,  Jr.,  Charles  B. 
Millington,  and  John  J.  Adam  as  the  special  committee  to 
investigate  the  charges  against  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commie- 
sioner  of  the  State  Land  Office. 


Lansing,   Wednesday,  March  ~7,  187-2, 
The   select  committee  of   the  House  of  Representatives, 
appointed  to  consider  the  petition  and  complaint  as  to  the 
conduct  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office,  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  select  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  memorial  of 
I.  H.  Bartholomew,  E.  C.  Dart,  E.  H.  Davis,  H.  B.  Shank,  G. 
H.  Cole,  C.  Tracy,  E.  B.  Millar,  J.  B.  Hull,  J.  B.  Potter,  J.  R. 
Esselstyn,  John  Kobson,  J.  B,  Lemley,  II,  W.  Squiers,  E. 
Bement,  B.  F.  Simons,  H.  Ingeraoll,  Frank  Wells,  T.  E.  Gush- 
ing, 0.  S.  Case,  Abner  Brown,  A.  T.  Davis,  H.  H.  L^Tied,  C. 
E.  Nash,  II.  Elliott,  H.  P.  Hitchcock,  and  J.  P.  Conn,  making 
complaint  and  preferring  charges  against  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  and  asking  his  removal 
from  office  for  cause,  have,  in  the  discharge  of  this  unwelcome 
duty,  examined  various  witnesses,  on  oath,  touching  the  several 
charges  preferred  against  this  public  officer.  During  the  tak- 
ing of  the  testimony  we  regret  that  the  absence  of  Charles  A. 
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Bdmonds  from  the  city  preyented  our  calling  him  before  us  to 
hear  the  proofs. 

Before  entering  into  the  details  of  this  report,  we  beg  leave 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  previous  good  reputation  and 
character  wliich  the  Hon,  Cliarlea  A.  Edmonds  has  borne  in 
the  community.  When  we  remember  the  patriotism  and  zeal 
shown  by  him  in  the  cause  of  his  country,  his  gallant  and 
valuable  services  in  the  field,  his  unfiinching  fidelity  in  the 
cause  of  freedom,  we  approached  this  in([uiry  with  the  belief 
that  he  would  appear  to  be  the  victim  of  a  conspiracy.  While 
we  consider  the  charge  and  proofs  of  drunkenness,  discon- 
nected with  any  other  act,  as  too  tri^^al  to  call  for  the  candid 
consideration  of  your  committee;  yet,  when  taken  with  the 
facts,  as  shown  in  the  evidence,  that  in  company  with  certain 
of  his  favorite  clerks,  he  would,  in  a  public  manner,  engage 
with  them  in  drinking,  carousing,  and  visiting  places  of  disre- 
pute, to  the  extent  that  the  attention  of  the  respectable  por- 
tion of  the  community  was  called  to  him,  it  seems  such  an 
outrage  upon  the  dignity  of  his  official  position,  as  to  call  for 
something  more  than  a  passing  notice.  The  proof  discloses 
that  with  some  of  his  clerks,  during  his  official  term,  he  would 
engage  in  vile,  dissolute,  and  adulterous  conduct,  and  that 
in  the  day-time,  and  in  business  hours,  and  on  one  occasion,  he 
in  company  with  a  confidential  clerk,  who,  too,  waa  a  married 
man,  has  been  known  to  engage  not  only  in  adulterous  con- 
duct, but  to  show  such  a  disregard  for  some  of  the  common 
decencies  and  proprieties  of  life,  as  to  induce  your  committee 
to  believe  that  the  proofs  would  well  sustain  the  charge  of  not 
only  adultery,  but  of  lascivious  behavior. 

While  there  was  no  positive  proof  showing  his  complicity 
with  the  authorship  of  the  scandalous  anonymous  sheet, 
called  Every  Wednesday  JViff/ti,  so  freely  circulated  in  this 
House  and  community,  there  are  sufficient  facts  and  circum- 
stances in  proof,  and  to  the  knowledge  of  your  committee,  to 
warrant  the  conclusion  that   he  had  knowledge  of  and  was 
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engaged  in  this  disreputable  affair,  if  not  the  guilty  author 
thereof;  and  if  he  be  bo,  he  has  violated  the  laws  of  this  State 
and  of  the  United  States,  against  puhlishing  and  circulating 
obscene,  defamatory,  and  demoralizing  matter,  and  is  unworthy 
the  confidence  which  hia  official  position  demands. 

Aside  from  his  moral  character,  involved  in  the  foregoing, 
we  have  investigated  the  business  of  his  office,  and  the  trans- 
actions of  himself  and  clerks  therein,  as  fully  and  thoroughly 
as  the  limited  time  allotted  to  your  committee  would  seem  to 
allow ;  and  we  find  that  he,  with  his  clerks,  or  some  of  them, 
particularly  with  his  Deputy,  William  A.  Barnard,  and  his 
clerks,  Clark,  Dunham,  Robinson,  Knight,  Bowen,  and  (Jris- 
wold,  have  from  time  to  time,  during  his  official  term,  been 
engaged  and  interested  in  private  speculations  connected  with 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  lands  and  "  scrip,"  so  called,  result- 
ing to  their  pecuniary  benefit  in  large  sums  of  money.  To 
allow  those  salaried  officers  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advan- 
tages of  the  peculiar  knowledge  incident  to  their  position,  to 
the  inconvenience  and  damage  of  outside  parties,  we  think  is 
a  violation  of  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  law  in  that  regard. 
While  these  practices  are  defended  by  these  officials  as  being 
jnatiflable  under  the  law,  yet  we  are  of  opinion  that  they 
should  not  be  allowed ;  and,  as  hereinafter  delineated,  tend  to 
destroy  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  regard  to  the  integrity 
and  good  faith  of  the  office,  tempting  these  officers  to  engage 
in  speculations,  which,  though  they  may  not  thereby  deplete 
the  public  treasury,  yet  are,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee, 
detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of  the  people  at  large, 
destructive  to  the  valuable  rights  of  the  pioneer  settlers,  and 
calculated  to  injure  and  oppress  a  large  class  of  our  citizens 
who  have  the  right  of  protection  in  this  regard. 

We  find  from  the  proofs  that  tlie  Commissioner  and  his 
Deputy  have  from  time  to  time,  dnring  his  official  term,  specu- 
lated in  the  purchase  and  sale  of  "  scrip "  in  his  office,  under 
the  particular  management  and  account  of  his  chief  clerk,  and 
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in  the  people's  time,  to  a  large  amount,  realizing  therefor  a 
profit  to.  himself  and  Deputy,  since  the  first  of  June  last,  the 
sum  of  $8,384,14,  as  appears  by  a  book  kept  in  the  office,  being 
at  the  rate  of  about  $10,303  per  annum. 

It  is  not  strange,  wiih  such  an  example  in  the  responsible 
head  of  the  department,  that  those  in  inferior  positions  in  the 
office  should  feel  authorized  to  violate  the  express  letter  of  the 
statutes,  and  engage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  State  lands  in  the  office,  in  direct  violation  of  the  stat- 
ute 1861,  forbidding  any  officer  or  clerk  employed  in  the  State 
Land  Office  to  engage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  purchase 
of  lands  from  the  State,  or  to  he  interested  therein. 

Some  of  these  clerks  have  been  in  the  habit  of  selling  infor- 
mation (as  they  call  it),  within  their  peculiar  official  knowl- 
edge, to  outside  friends,  and  in  some  Instances  acting  as  agents 
for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  such  lands  for  favorite  friends, 
and  in  other  instances  used  the  name  of  a  friend  in  making 
purchases  which  inured  to  their  own  benefit,  making  this  a 
cover  to  evade  the  law.  Lots  have  also  been  marked  and  held 
from  market  for  months,  for  their  particular  benefit.  Several 
instances  of  this  kind,  in  proof,  and  to  the  knowledge  of  your 
committee,  have  occasioned  serious  loss  and  damage  to  honest 
settlers,  inuring  to  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  the  land 
speciilators  and  salaried  officers.  Your  committee  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  condemn  this  practice  as  a  violatioQ  of  the  law,  and 
calcnlated  to  destroy  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  integ- 
rity and  good  faith  of  the  Land  Office. 

In  view  of  the  wholesome  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
and  statute  requirements  of  this  State  as  to  the  conduct  and 
character  of  its  officers,  for  protecting  and  insuring  just  and 
equal  rights  to  every  citizen ;  and  considering  that  the  Land 
Department  particularly  demands  the  highest  order  of  integ- 
rity in  its  officials,  vested  as  they  are  with  the  valuable  infor- 
mation of  the  office;  and  in  consequence  of  the  evidence  col- 
lected under  the  power  with  which  your  committee  has  been 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


10  TEIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

inveeted  by  this  House,  and  which  ie  hereto  subjoined,  they 
are  of  the  opinion  that  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  the  responsible 
head  of  the  department,  has  forfeited  all  the  right  to  fill  the 
honorable  trust  and  position  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBee,  and  that  he  should  be  impeached  for  corruption 
in  office,  and  for  crimes  and  misdemeanors  against  the  laws  of 
this  State. 

And  your  committee,  in  conclusion,  unanimously  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  be  impeached  for  misconduct  in  office,  and 
for  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

L  E.  GEOSVENOE, 

B.  W.  HUSTON,  Jk., 
OSCAK  ADAMS, 

C.  E.  MILLINGTON, 
JOHN  J.  ADAM. 

The  committee  also  submitted  with  their  report  a  communi- 
cation from  Hon.  Chas.  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Adams, 

The  report  of  the  committee  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the 
communication  of  Mr.  Edmonds  was  ordered  printed  in  the 
journal. 

The  following  is  the  communication : 
To  Hon.  I.  R.  Grosvenor,  and  to  the  Committee  of  Investigation 

of-wMcfi.  you  are  Chairman : 

Gentlemen — Availing  myself  of  the  offer  yon  generously 
gave  me  last  evening,  to  hand  in  any  request  I  wished  to  make 
as  to  your  report,  I  have  to  say  that  the  charges  against  my 
private  character,  ss  well  as  those  against  my  official  conduct 
as  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Legislature  through  the  papers  and  by  public 
rumor,  are  untrue.  In  behalf  of  the  Legislature,  your  investi- 
gation is  a  proper  one,  and  I  not  only  submit  to  if",  but  invite 
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it.  As  a  public  officer,  I  ajn  amenable  to  your  tribunal.  If 
you  find  the  shadow  of  ground  for  impeaohing  me,  I  beg  of 
you  to  arraign  me  at  tbe  bar  of  the  Senate,  to  be  cither  justly 
pniiished  or  honorably  acquitted. 

Bat  your  investigations,  lilie  that  of  a  grand  jury,  are  neces- 
sarily ex  parte,  and  while  my  personal  enemies  and  all  witnesses 
against  me  can  be  admitted  to  testify,  rebutting  testimony  on 
my  part  would  be  necessarily  excluded. 

I  therefore  ask  you  that,  while  you  do  your  duty  to  tbe  State, 
you  also  deal  fairly  with  me  as  a  man,  and  either  give  me  the 
impartial  tribunal  of  the  Senate  for  a  trial,  or  the  courts  of 
law,  where  I  can  meet  my  traducers  on  a  fair  field.  Do  not 
give  olSeial  sanction  by  your  report  to  rumors  and  scandal 
which  are  as  yet  untried. 

March  27, 1872. 

Very  respectfiilJy, 

CHAS.  A.  EDMONDS. 

Mr.  Huston  moved  that  the  subject  of  the  investigation  of 
the  case  of  lion.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  be  made  the  special  order  for  to-morrow 
morning  at  9  o'clock,  and  that  the  sitting  be  with  closed 
doors. 

Mr.  J.  Haynee  moved  to  amend  the  motion  so  as  to  make 
the  hour  7i  o'clock  this  evening ; 

"Which  was  accepted. 

The  motion,  as  amended,  was  then  agreed  to. 

At  the  evening  session,  Mr.  Millingtou  moved  that  the  Hon. 
Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office, 
be  incited  to  take  a  seat  within  the  bar  of  this  House  during 
the  reading  of  the  testimony,  if  he  desires. 

Mr,  Swiueford,  by  unajiimous  consent,  offered  the  following : 

Besolved,  That  the  reporters  for  the  daily  papers  be  admitted 
to  their  usual  places  during  the  present  session  of  this  House ; 

Which  was  adopted. 

The  House  went  into  session  with  closed  doors,  in  consider- 
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ation  of  the  case  of  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  Office. 

After  some  time  spent  therein, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fenton, 

The  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  9  o'clock. 


Lansing,  TImrsday,  March  3S,  1873. 

At  the  morning  session,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Brockway, 

The  Honse  took  up  the  special  order,  being  the  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  Office,  wliich  was  conducted  ■with  closed 
doors. 

After  some  time  spent  in  the  consideration  of  the  case. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Haynes, 

The  order  for  closing  the  doors  during  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  case  was  rescinded. 

At  the  afternoon  session,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Brockway, 

The  House  took  up  the  special  order,  being  the  considera- 
tion of  the  ease  of  the  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commis- 
sioner of  the  State  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Brockway  moved  to  take  from  the  table  the  report 
of  the  committee  recommending  the  adoption  of  the  following 
resolution : 

Resolved,  That  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  be  impeached  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office, 
and  for  crimes  and  misdemeanors ; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  question  being  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Pending  which, 

Mr.  Grosvenor  moved  that  there  be  a  call  of  the  House ; 

"Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  roll  of  the  House  was  called  by  the  Clerk,  and  the  fol- 
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lowiDg  members  reported  absent  without  leave:  Messrs.  Holt, 
"W.  H.  C.  Mitchell,  Montgomery,  J,  M.  Osborn,  and  Smith. 

Mr.  Atwood  asked  and  obtained  leave  of  absence  for  Mr, 
Montgomery,  on  account  of  sickness. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Post, 

All  further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution, 

Mr.  Grosvenor  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  demand  was  seconded,  and  the  resolution  was  a 
by  yeas  and  nays,  aa  follows : 


Mr.  Adam, 

Mr.  Gillani, 

Mr.  n.  C.  Miller, 

Adams, 

C.  B.  Grant, 

Miilington, 

Adait, 

Gorman, 

P.  Mitchell, 

Andrews, 

Green, 

W.H.C.Mitchell, 

Atwood, 

Greusel, 

Moshier, 

Barnaby, 

Grosvenor. 

Norris, 

Brockway, 

Haaek, 

C.  Y.  Osbum, 

Brown, 

Harris, 

Pattengell, 

Hart, 

Pearl, 

Cherry, 

H.  Haynes, 

Pierson, 

Childs, 

J.  Haynes, 

Post, 

Clement, 

Hazen, 

Priest, 

Chmie, 

N.  E.  Hill, 

Eiford, 

Cochrane, 

S.  W.  Hill, 

Eoo<]. 

Congdon, 

Hodge, 

Roof, 

Copley, 

Holland, 

Roost, 

Coulter, 

Hnff, 

Eunyan, 

Crane, 

Hughes, 

Sumuer, 

Crofoot, 

Huston, 

Swineford, 

Dalton, 

Kellogg, 

F.  Walker, 

Edwards, 

Knapp, 

J.  Walker, 

Fenton, 

Lamb, 

AValton, 

Ferris, 

Little, 

Webster, 

Ferry, 

Marston, 

Wells, 

Frost, 

E.  R  Miller, 

Williams, 

Garrison, 

N.  L.  Miller, 

Speaker, 

Gibson, 

NAYS. 

Mr.  Cameron, 

Mr.  Hoyt, 

Mr.  Van  Scoy, 

Doty, 

Hurlbut, 

5 
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Mr.  Grosvenor,  by  uaanimoua  consent,  offered  the  following: 

Resolved,  That , ,  and  be  a  committee  to  go 

to  the  Senate,  and  at  the  bar  thereof,  in  the  name  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
Office,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office  and  for  crimes  and  misde- 
meanors ;  and  acquaint  the  Senate  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives will,  in  due  time,  exhibit  particular  articles  of 
imjwachment  against  him,  through  its  managers  to  be  elected, 
and  make  good  the  same,  and  demand  that  the  Senate  take 
order  for  the  appearance  of  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds  in 
due  time  to  answer  said  impeachment. 

Mr.  Hart  moved  that  the  Speaker  be  authorized  to  fill  the 
blank  in  the  resolution  with  the  names  of  three  members  of 
the  House ; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Speaker  announced  Messrs.  Grosvenor,  W.  H,  C.  Mitch- 
ell, and  Ohilds  as  the  names  to  be  put  in  the  blank  in  the 
resolution. 

The  resolution  was  then  adopted. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Brockway, 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  election  of  three  managers,  to 
prosecute  the  impeachment  of  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  before  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Millington, 

The  managers  were  elected  by  ballot 

The  House  proceeded  to  ballot,  and  elected  the  following 
managers  in  the  order  named:  Ira  li.  Grosvenor,  Benjamin 
W.  Huston,  Jr.,  and  Lyman  Cochrane. 

At  the  evening  session,  the  committee  appointed  by  the 
House  to  impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate,  made  the  following 
report : 

Mr.  Speakeh — In  obedience  to  the  order  of  the  House,  we 
have,  in  the  name  of  the  House  of  Espresentatives  and  of  the 
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people  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate, 
impeached  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissiouer  of  tiie  State 
Land  OEBee,  for  corrupt  eoiidncfc  in  office  and  for  crimes  and 
miademeanors ;  andinformedtheSenate  that  the  House  would, 
in  due  time,  through  its  managers,  exhibit  particular  articles 
of  impeachment  against  him,  and  would  make  good  the  same, 
and  demanded,  in  the  name  of  the  House,  that  the  Senate  take 
order  for  the  appearance  of  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds  to 
answer  the  same,  and  received  answer  that  the  Senate  would 
take  due  action, 

Eeport  accepted  and  committee  discharged. 

Mr.  Huston,  by  unauimous  consent,  offered  the  following: 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  be  and  he  is  hereby  directed  to 
deliver  the  testimony  taken  by  the  Edmonds  investigating 
committee,  to  the  managers  appointed  to  try  the  impeachment 
against  said  Edmonds ; 

■Which  was  adopted. 
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Lansing,  Thursday,  March  28, 1872. 
At  the  evening  session,  the  Sergeant-at-Arma  announced,  a 
committee  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  Messrs.  I.  E. 
Grosvenor,  W,  II.  C.  Mitchell,  and  Aaron  Childs,  who  appeared 
at  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  delivered  the  followiug  message : 
Me.  President — In  obedience  to  the  order  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  we  appear  before  you,  and  in  the  name  of  the 
House  of  Eepresenlaiives  and  of  the  People  of  the  State  of 
Michigan,  we  do  impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  OfSce,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  ofSce,  and  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors ;  and  we  further  inform  the  Senate, 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  will  in  due  time  exhibit 
particular  articles  of  impeachment  against  him,  and  will 
make  good  the  same ;  and  in  their  name  we  demand  that  the 
Senate  take  order  for  the  appearance  of  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  to  answer  the  same. 

The  President  replied  that  the  Senate  would  take  order  in 
the  premises,  and  the  committee  withdrew. 
Mr,  Ball  offered  the  following  resolution,  which  was  adopted : 
Resolved,  That  the  message  of  the  House  relating  to  the 
impeachment  of  Charles  A,  Edmonds  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee  of  three,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Chair,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon. 

The  President  announced  as  such  committee.  Senators  Ball, 
Emerson,  and  Wheeler. 
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Lansing,  March  29, 1872. 

The  select  committee  appointed  to  consider  and  report  con- 
cerning the  impeachment  of  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  sub- 
mitted the  following  resolntiona : 

Wliereas,  The  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  S8th  day  of 
the  present  month,  by  thre«  of  its  members,  Messrs,  I,  R. 
Grosvenor,  W.  H.  0.  Mitchell,  and  Aaron  Ohilds,  at  the  bar  of 
the  Senate,  impeached  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office  and  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  informed  the  Senate  that  the 
House  of  Kepresentatives,  by  their  Managers,  will  in  due  time 
eshibit  partienlar  articles  of  impeachment  against  him  and 
make  good  the  same,  and  likewise  demanded  that  the  Senate 
take  order  for  the  appearance  of  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds  to 
answer  to  the  said  impeachment ; 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  will  take  proper  order  thereon 
and  proceed  to  tht  tnal  of  snch  impeachment  in  the  manner 
provided  by  law. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  give  the  House 
of  Kepresentatives  dne  notice  of  these  resolutions; 

And  recommend  their  adoption. 

BYRON  D.  BALL,  Chairman. 

Report  accepted  and  committee  discliarged. 

The  resolntiona  were  adopted. 
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During  the  sesBioii  of  the  Senate  on  Thursday,  March  28th, 
the  following  message  was  received  from  tlie  Goremor : 

Executive  Office,     ) 
Lansing,  March  38,  1812.  \ 
To  the  Legislature : 

The  Constitution  has  conferred  npoii  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives the  power  of  impeaching  civil  officers  for  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  or  for  crimes  or  misdemeanors.  It  also  pro- 
vides for  the  election  by  the  House  of  three  of  its  members  to 
prosecute  such  impeachment,  and  that  every  impeachment 
shall  be  tried  by  the  Senate,  but  not  until  the  final  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Legislature. 

Having  i-eeeived  official  notice  of  the  impeachment  of  a 
State  officer,  it  becomes  my  duty  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  no  law  exists  in  this  State,  under  which  the  trial 
may  proceed. 

It  is  with  feelings  of  the  deepest  sorrow — but  the  necessity 
exists— that  I  recommend  the  passage  of  an  act  to  confer 
upon  the  Senate  and  other  officers  the  requisite  power  to  pro- 
ceed in  cases  of  this  kind. 

Although  this  comes  before  you  at  a  very  late  period  of  the 
session,  just  at' the  time  when  you  are  expecting  to  return  to 
your  homes  and  your  families,  I  am  quite  sure  you  will  not 
hesitate  to  remain  as  long  as  may  be  necessary  to  give  the  most 
careful  consideration  to  this  important  snhject,  so  as  to  protect 
the  good  name  of  the  State,  and  at  tlie  same  time  carefully 
guard  the  rights  of  the  impeached  ofBeer. 

The  compensation  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  other 
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officers,  when  convened  for  this  purpose,  shonid  be  fixed,  and 
provision  made  for  the  payment  of  the  members,  officers,  and 
oontiugent  expenses-. 

HENRY   P.  BALDWIN. 

The  meEsage  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  same  message  was  communicated  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives the  next  day. 

On  Friday,  March  29th,  in  the  House  of  Eepresentatiree, 

Mr.  Holt,  unanimous  consent  being  given,  introduced 

A  bill  regulating  trials  of  impeachment,  and  providing  for 
the  expenses  thereof. 

The  bill  was  read  ii  first  and  second  time  by  its  title,  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Holt, 

The  nile  requiring  the  second  and  third  reading  of  bills  to 
be  on  different  days  was  suspended,  and  the  bill  was  put  upon 
its  immediate  passage. 

The  bill  having  been  read  a  third  time,  and  the  question 
being  iipou  its  passage,  pending  the  taking  of  the  vote  thereon, 

Mr.  Holt  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out  in  the 
first  section  the  word  "  shall,"  after  the  word  "impeach,"  and 
insert  '■  may  by  the  Governor,"  in  lien  thereof; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  bill  was  then  passed,  a  majority  of  all  the  members 
elect  voting  therefor,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows : 
YEAS. 


r.  Adam, 

Mr.  Gorman, 

Mr.  Millington. 

Adams, 

Green, 

P.  Mitchell, 

Adsit, 

Greusel, 

W.H.C.Mitchell, 

Andrews, 

Grosvenor, 

Montgomery. 

Aiwood, 

Haack, 

Moshier, 

Barnaby, 

Harris, 

Norris, 

Brown, 

Hart, 

C.  Y.  Osburn, 

Cameron, 

H.  Hayues. 

Pattengell, 

Cherry, 

J.  Hayncs. 

Pearl, 

Childa, 

Hazen, 

Pierson. 

Clement, 

N.  R.  Hilt. 

Priest, 

Cliraie, 

S.  W.  Hill, 

Rood, 

Cochrane, 

Hodge, 

Roof. 
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Mr.  Copley, 

Mr 

.  Hollana, 

Mr 

■•  Boost, 

Coalter, 

Holt, 

Eunyan, 

Crane, 

Hojt, 

Smith, 

Orofoot, 

Hnlf, 

Snmner, 

Dalton, 

Hnghes, 

Swineford, 

Pentoii, 

Huston, 

P.  Walker, 

Ferris, 

Kellogg, 

J.  Walker, 

Perry, 

Knapp, 

Walton, 

ProBt, 

Lamb, 

Webster, 

Garrison, 

Little, 

Wells, 

Gibson, 

E.  E.  Miller, 

William., 

aaiam. 

N.  L.  Miller, 

Speaker, 

C.  B.  Grant, 

E.  C.  Miller, 
NAYS. 

Mr.  Hurlbut, 

Mr 

,  Biford, 

Mr 

.  White, 

Post, 

Van  Scoy, 

Title  agreed  to. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Holt, 

By  a  Tote  of  two-thirds  of  all  tho  memfcera  elect,  tlio  bill 
was  ordered  to  take  immediate  effect. 

In  the  Senate,  on  Friday,  March  29th,  the  following  message 
was  received : 

House  oe  Representatives,  \ 
Lansing,  March  29,  1873.     \ 
To  the  President  of  the  Senate: 

Sib — I  am  instructed  by  the  House  to  transmit  the  follow- 
ing bill : 
House  manuscript  bill,  entitled 

A  bill  regulating  trials  of  impeachment  and  providing  for 
the  expenses  thereof; 

Which  has  passed  the  House  by  a  majority  vote  of  all  the 
members  elect,  and  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  all  the  members 
elect  been  ordered  to  take  immediate  effect,  and  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate  is  respectfully  asked. 
Very  respectfully, 

'S.  B.  JONES, 
Olerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  bill  was  read  a  first  and  second  time  by  its  title,  and, 
On  motion  of  Mr,  Eomeyn, 
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The  rales  were  snspeudcd,  and  the  bill  was  put  upon  its 
immediate  passage. 

The  bill  was  read  a.  third  time  and  passed,  a  majority  of  all 

the  Senators  elect  Toting  therefor,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows : 

YEAS, 


37 


[r.  Alexander, 

Mr.  Gay, 

Mr.  Romeyu, 

Ball, 

Hannahs, 

Sheley, 

Barber, 

Jenks, 

Sfcockbridge, 

Begole, 

Mann, 

Storrs, 

Brownell, 

Neasmith, 

Waterhury, 

Cawley, 

Price, 

Wheeler, 

Cravath, 

Prutzmaii, 

White, 

Dexter, 

Putnam, 

Wilcox, 

Emerson, 


Bandall, 


Wood, 


NAYS. 
Mr.  Briggs,  1 

Title  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eomeyn, 

By  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  all  the  Senators  elect,  the  bit! 
was  ordered  to  take  immediate  effect. 

The  act  is  as  follows : 

AN  ACT  regulating  trials  of  impeachment  and  providing  for 
the  expenses  thereof. 

Section  1.  TJie  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan  enact, 
That  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  shall  have  the  sole  power 
of  impeaching  civil  officers  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  or 
for  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  but  a  majority  of  the  members 
elected  shall  be  necessary  to  direct  an  impeachment.  Every 
officer  impeached  may  by  the  Governor  be  suspended  in  the 
exercise  of  his  office  until  his  acquittal,  and  the  Governor  may 
make  a  provisional  appointment  to  a  vacancy  occasioned  by 
the  suspension  of  an  officer,  until  he  shall  be  acquitted,  or  until 
after  the  election  and  rLuaJificution  of  a  successor. 

Sec.  2.  Every  impeachment  shall  be  tried  by  the  Senate. 
When  the  Governor  or  Lieutenant  Governor  is  tried,  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  preside.  When  an 
impeachment  is  directed,  the  Senate  sliall  take  an  oath  or 
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affirmation  truly  and  impartially  to  try  and  determine  the 
same  according  to  the  evidence.  No  person  shall  be  convicted 
without  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  elected, 
Jndgment,  in  case  of  impeachment,  shall  not  extend  further 
than  removal  from  office,  but  the  party  convicted  shall  be  lia- 
ble to  punishment  according  to  law. 

Sec.  3.  When  an  impeachment  ie  directed,  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  elect  from  their  own  body  three  members, 
whose  duty  it  shall  bo  to  prosecute  such  impeachment ;  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  are  hereby  authorized  to  empower 
the  said  managers  to  prepare  and  present  articles  of  impeach- 
ment in  accordance  with  the  resolutions  of  said  House. 

Sec.  4.  Whenever  an  impeachment  is  directed,  the  Senate 
shall  forthwith,  after  the  hour  of  final  adjournment  of  the 
Legislature,  be  organized  into  a  coiirt  for  the  trial  of  the  same, 
at  the  State  Capital,  and  such  organization  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  perfected  when  the  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate  and  all  the 
members  thereof,  present,  shall  have  taken  the  oath  or  aifirma- 
tion  hereinbefore  prescribed ;  and  no  member  of  the  court  shall 
sit,  or  give  his  vote  upon  such  trial,  until  he  shall  have  taken 
such  oath  or  affirmation,  which  oath  or  affirmation  shall  be 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  the  presiding 
officer  thereof,  and  by  the  presiding  officer  to  each  of  the 
members  of  the  Senate.  The  Senate,  sitting  upon  tbe  trial 
of  an  impeachment,  shall  have  the  same  power  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  its  members,  as  when  engaged  in  the  ordinary 
business  of  legislatiou. 

Sec  5.  The  Senate,  when  so  organized,  shall  forthwith  cause 
the  person  impeached  to  appear,  aud  to  answer  the  charge  exhib- 
ited against  him ;  and  upon  his  appearance,  he  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  copy  of  the  articles  of  impeachment,  and  to  a  reasonable 
time  to  answer  the  same. 

Sec.  6,  The  person  accused  shall  be  alloH'ed  counsel  on  the 
trial  of  the  impeachment. 

Sec.  7.  When  issue  shall  be  joined  in  an  impeachment,  the 
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Senate,  sitting  as  a  court  for  the  trial  of  the  same,  shall 
appoint  a  time  and  place  for  the  trial  thereof.  At  the  time 
and  place  so  appointed,  the  Senate,  as  a  convt,  shall  proceed  to 
hear,  try,  and  determine  the  impeachment,  and  may  from  time 
to  time,  if  necessary,  adjourn  the  trial  to  any  other  time  or 
place  at  the  State  capital. 

Sec.  8,  If  two-thirds  of  all  the  membera  elected  to  the  Sen- 
ate shall  not  assent  to  a  conviction,  the  person  impeached  shall 
be  declared  acquitted. 

Sec  9,  If  the  President  of  the  Senate  shall  be  impeached. 
notice  thereof  shall  be  immediately  given  to  the  Senate  by  the 
nouse  of  llepresenfc.atives,  that  another  President  may  bi- 
chosen. 

Sec.  10.  The  writs  and  process  of  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a 
conrt  fpr  the  trial  of  an  impeachment,  shall  be  signed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  tested  in  the  name  of  the  presid- 
ing ofBeer,  and  the  Senate,  as  such  conrt,  shall  have  power  to 
enforce  obedience  to  its  process  by  attachment  and  punishment, 
as  for  contempt  of  the  process  of  a  court  of  record. 

Sec.  11.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate, 
in  all  eases  of  impeachment,  to  teep  a  full  and  accurate  record 
of  the  proceedings,  which  shall  be  taken  and  held  as  a  public 
record;  and  he  shall  have  power  to  administer  all  requisite 
oaths  or  affirmations. 

Sec.  Vi.  The  Senate,  sitting  as  a  conrt  of  impeachment, 
shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  appoint  sucli  subordi- 
nate officers  or  clerks  and  reporters  as  maybe  necessary  for  the 
convenient  transaction  of  business,  and  at  any  time  to  i-emove 
such  officers. 

See.  13.  The  managers  elected  by  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives shall  have  all  necessary  powers  for  conducting  the  trial  of 
impeachments  before  the  Senate,  and  they,  and  also  the  ]3erson 
impeached,  shall  severally  he  entitled  to  process  for  compelling 
the  attendance  of  persons,  or  the  production  of  papers  and 
records,  required  for  the  trial  of  the  impeachment. 
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Sec.  14.  The  Senate,  sitting  as  a  court  of  impeachment, 
shall  have  full  power  and  authority  to  establish  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  trials  of  impeachment. 

Sec.  15.  The  presiding  oiHcer  and  members  of  the  Senate, 
while  Bitting  as  a  court  of  impeachment,  and  t!ie  managers 
elected  by  the  House,  shall  receive  the  sum  of  five  dollars  each 
per  day,  and  mileage  at  the  rate  of  ten  cents  per  mile  in  going 
from  and  returning  to  their  places  of  residence  by  the  oi-dina- 
rily  traveled  routes;  and  the  compensation  of  the  Secretary, 
Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  all  subordinate  officers,  clerks,  and 
reporters,  shall  be  such  an  amount  as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  vote 
of  the  members  of  sticli  court.  The  State  Treasurer  shall, 
upon  presentation  of  a  certificai*  or  certificates  signed  by  the 
presiding  officer  .and  Secretary  of  tlie  Senate,  and  countersigned 
Ijy  the  Auditor  General,  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the  Senate 
and  managers  elected  by  the  House,  which  may  be  incnrred 
■under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  16.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply  to  all  resolu- 
■■tions  and  proceedings  heretofore  had,  or  hereafter  to  bo  had, 
tto  impeach  any  civil  officer  of  this  State, 

Sec.  n.  This  act  shall  take  immediate  effect. 

Approved  March  30, 1873. 

The  followiug  bill  was  also  passed  by  both  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  March  29th : 

AN  ACT  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the 
trial  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commis- 
sioner of  the  State  I^and  Office. 

Section  1.  The  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan  enact, 
That  there  be  and  hereby  is  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in 
the  credit  of  the  general  fund,  such  a  sum  as  may  be  neces- 
aary  for  the  payment  of  officers  and  members  of  the  Senate, 
the  managers  of  the  trial  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Laud  OfBce,  during  said 
trial,  and  the  incidental  expenses  attending  said  trial. 
Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  take  immediate  effect. 
Approved  March  20, 1872. 
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The  following  were  adopted  as  the  rules  of  procedure  and 
practice  ia  the  Senate,  "when  Bitting  on  the  tiial  of  impeach- 
ments : 

I.  When  the  managers  of  an  impeachment  shall  be  intro- 
duced at  the  bar  of  the  Senate,  and  shall  signify  that  they  are 
ready  to  exhibit  articles  of  impeachment  against  any  person, 
the  presiding  officer  shall  direct  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  to  make 
proclamation,  who  shall,  after  making  proclamation,  repeat  the 
following  words,  viz :  "  All  persons  are  commanded  to  keep 
silence,  on  pain  of  imprisonment,  while  the  House  of  Eepre- 
sentatives  is  exhibiting  to  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
articles  of  impeachment  against ,"  after  which  the  arti- 
cles shall  be  exhibited,  and  then  the  presiding  ofBcer  of  the 
Senate  shall  inform  the  managers  that  the  Senate  will  take 
proper  order  on  the  subject  of  the  impeachment,  of  which  due 
notice  shall  be  given  to  them, 

II.  Upon  such  articles  being  presented  to  the  Senate,  the 
Senate  shall  forthwith  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  anch 
iirticles,  and  shall  continue  in  session  from  day  to  day  (Sun- 
days excepted)  after  the  trial  shall  commence  (unless  other- 
wise ordered  by  the  Senate),  until  final  judgment  shall  be  ren- 
dered. 

III.  The  presiding  officer  shall  have  power  to  make  and 
issue,  by  himself  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  all  orders, 
mandates,  writs,  and  precepts,  authorized  by  law  or  by  the 
rules  or  by  the  Senate,  and  to  make  and  enforce  such  other 
i-egulations  and  orders  in  the  premises  as  the  Senate  may 
authorize  or  provide. 

IV.  The  Senate  shall  have  power  to  compel  the  atteiidanee 
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of  witnesses,  to  enforce  obedience  to  its  ordera,  mandates, 
writs,  precepts,  and  judgments;  to  preserve  order,  and  to 
punish  in  a  summary  way  contempts  of,  and  disobedience  to 
its  authority,  orders,  mandates,  writs,  precepts,  or  judgments: 
aud  to  make  all  lawful  orders,  rules,  and  regulations,  which  it 
may  deem  essential  or  conducive  to  the  ends  of  justice.  And 
the  Sargeant-at  Arms,  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate,  may 
employ  such  aid  and  assistance  as  may  be  necessary  to  enforce, 
execute,  and  carry  iuto  effect  the  lawful  orders,  mandates, 
writs,  and  precepts  of  the  Senate, 

V.  The  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate  shall  direct  ail  neces- 
sary preparations  in  the  Senate  chamber,  or  other  place  where 
the  trial  may  be  held ;  and  the  presiding  officer,  npon  the  trial, 
shall  direct  all  the  forms  of  proceeding,  while  the  Senate  are 
sitting  for  the  purpose  of  trying  an  impeachment,  and  all 
forms  during  the  trial  not  otherwise  specially  provided  for. 
The  presiding  officer  may  rnlo  aU  questions  of  evidence  and 
incidental  questions,  which  ruling  shall  stand  as  the  judgment 
of  the  Senate,  unless  some  member  of  the  Senate  shall  ask 
that  a  formal  vote  be  taken  thereon,  in  which  case  it  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Senate  for  decision ;  or  he  may,  at  his  option, 
in  the  first  instance,  submit  any  such  question  to  a  vote  of  the 
members  of  the  Senate. 

VL  Upon  presentation  of  articles  of  imi)eachment,  a  writ  of 
summons  shall  issue  to  the  accused,  reciting  said  articles,  and 
notifying  him  to  appear  before  the  Senate  forthwith,  and  file 
his  answer  to  said  articles  of  impeachment,  and  to  stand  to 
and  abide  the  orders  and  judgments  of  the  Senate  thereon; 
which  writs  shall  be  served  by  such  officers  or  persons  as  shall 
be  named  in  the  precept  thereof,  either  by  the  delivery  of  an 
attested  copy  thereof  to  tiie  person  accused,  or,  if  that  cannot 
conveniently  be  done,  by  leaving  such  copy  at  the  last  known 
place  of  abode  of  such  person,  or  at  his  usual  place  of  business, 
in  some  conspicuous  place  therein,  or  if  such  service  shall  be, 
in  the  jucigment  of  the  Senate,  impracticable,  notice  to  the 
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accused  to  appear  shall  be  given  in  such  other  manner,  hy 
publication  or  otherwise,  as  shall  he  deemed  just;  and  if  the 
writ  aforesaid  shall  fail  of  service  in  the  manner  aforesaid,  the 
proceedings  shall  not  thereby  abate, but  further  ser\uce  maybe 
made  in  such  manner  as  the  Senate  shall  direct.  If  the 
accused,  after  service,  shall  fail  to  appear,  either  in  person  or 
by  attorney,  or  appearing,  shall  fail  to  file  his  answer  to  such 
articles  of  impeachment,  the  trial  shall  proceed,  nevertheless, 
as  upon  a  plea  of  not  guilty.  If  a  plea  of  guilty  shall  be 
entered,  judgment  may  be  entered  thereon  without  further 


VII.  On  the  retnrn  of  the  summons  against  the  person 
impeached,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  administer  an 
oath  to  the  retiring  o^eer  in  the  following  form,  viz:    "I, 

- — — ,  do  solemnly  swear  that  the  return  made  by  me 

upon  the  process  iesaed  on  the  ■  -  —  day  of by 

the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  against , 

is  truly  made,  and  that  I  have  performed  such  service  as  there- 
in described.  So  help  me  God."  Which  oath  shall  be  entered 
at  large  on  the  record. 

VIII.  The  person  impeached  shall  then  be  called  to  appear 
and  answer  the  articles  of  impeachment  against  him.  If  he 
appear,  or  any  person  for  him,  the  appearance  shall  be  re- 
corded, stating  particularly  if  by  himself,  or  by  agent  or  attor- 
ney, naming  the  person  appearing,  and  the  capacity  in  which 
he  appears.  If  he  do  not  api>ear,  either  personally  or  by  agent 
or  attorney,  the  same  shall  be  recorded, 

IX.  The  hour  of  the  day  at  which  the  Senate  shall  sit  upon 
the  trial  of  an  impeachment  shall  be  (unless  otherwise  ordered) 
ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon ;  and  when  the  hour  for  such 
sitting  shall  anive,  the  presiding  officer  shall  call  the  Senate 
to  order,  and  shall  direct  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  to  make  proc- 
lamation, and  the  business  of  the  trial  shall  proceed. 

X.  The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  shall  recoi-d  tho  proceed- 
ings in  cases  of  impeachment,  and  cause  the  same  to  bo  printed 
as  in  the  case  of  legislative  proeeediogs. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


28  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

XL  Counsel  for  the  parties  shall  be  admitted  to  appear  and 
be  heard  upon  an  inipeacbraent. 

XII.  All  motions  made  by  the  parties  or  their  coiinBel  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  preaiding  officer;  and  if  he,  or  any  Senator 
shall  require,  they  shall  be  committed  to  writing,  and  I'ead  at 
the  Secretary's  table. 

XIIL  Witnesses  shall  be  examined  by  one  person  on  behalf 
of  the  party  producing  them,  and  then  cross-e"xamiiied  by  one 
person  on  the  other  side. 

XIV.  If  a  Senator  is  called  as  a  witness,  he  shall  be  sworn 
and  gire  his  testimony  standing  in  his  place. 

XV.  If  a  Senator  wishes  a  question  to  he  put  to  a  witness, 
or  to  offer  a  motion  or  order  (except  a  motion  to  adjourn),  it 
shall  be  reduced  to  writing,  and  put  by  the  presiding  officer. 

XVI.  At  ail  times  while  the  Senate  is  sitting  upon  the  trial 
of  au  impeachment,  tlie  doors  of  the  Senate  shall  be  kept 
open,  unless  the  Senate  shall  direct  tlie  doors  to  bs  closed 
while  deliberating  upon  its  decisions. 

XVIL  All  preliminary  or  interlocutory  questions,  and  ali 
motions,  maybe  argued  for  not  exceeding  thirty  minutes  on 
each  side,  unless  the  Senate,  by  order,  extend  the  time. 

XVIII.  The  case,  on  each  side,  shall  be  opened  by  one 
person.  The  final  argument  on  the  merits  may  be  made  by 
three  persons  on  each  side  (unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Senate  upon  application  for  that  purpose),  and  the  argument 
shall  be  opened  and  closed  on  tlie  part  of  the  House  of 
Eepresentatives. 

XIX.  On  the  final  question  whether  the  impeachment  is 
sustained,  the  yeas  and  nays  shall  be  taken  oa  each  article  of 
impeachment  separately;  and  if  the  impeachment  shall  not, 
upon  any  of  the  articles  presented,  be  sustained  by  the  votes 
of  two-thirds  of  the  members  elected,  a  judgment  of  acquittal 
shall  be  entered ;  but  if  the  person  accused  in  such  articles  of 
impeachment  shall  be  convicted  upon  any  of  said  articles  by 
the  votes  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  elected,  the  Seuale 
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shall  proeeed  to  pronounce  judgment,  aud  a  certified  copy  of 
auch  judgment  shall  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  State. 

XX.  All  the  orders  and  decisioiia  shall  he  made  and  had 
by  yeas  and  nays,  which  shall  be  entered  on  the  record,  and 
without  debate,  except  when  the  doors  shall  be  closed  for 
deliberation,  and  in  that  ease  no  members  shail  speak  more 
than  once  on  one  question,  and  for  not  more  than  ten  minutes 
on  an  interloc  torv  quest  o  an  I  fo  not  more  than  fifteen 
minutes  on  the  final  ]  est  on  i  lest.  1  y  consent  of  the  Senate, 
to  he  had  witlotit  lebite  b  t  motion  to  adjourn  may  be 
decided  without  t!  e  jeisandnajs  nles  3  demanded  by  some 
members. 

XXI.  Witness  shall  be  sworn  in  the  following  form,  namely : 

"  You, ,  do  Bwear  (or  affirm,  as  tlie  case  may  be) 

that  the  evidence  you  shall  give  in  the  case  now  depending 

between  the  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan  and , 

shall  be  the  truth,  the  whole  trath,  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 
So  help  you  God."  Which  oath  shall  be  administered  by  the 
Secretary. 

Form  of  subpceiia  to  be  issued  ou  tlie  application  of  the 
managers  of  the  impeachment,  or  of  the  party  impeached,  or 
of  his  counsel : 
In  the  name  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan  : 

To — ,  Greeting : 

You,  and  each  of  you,  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear 

before  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan  on  the day  of 

,  at  the  Senate  chamber,  in  the  city  of  Lansing,  then 

and  there  to  testify  your  knowledge  in  the  cause  which  is 
before  the  Senate,  in  -which  the  House  of  Representatives  have 
impeached . 

iPail  not. 

Witness, ,  and  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate. 

at  the  city  of  Lansing,  tliis day  of ,  in  the  year  of 

our  Lord  — — . 
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Form  of  direction  for  the  service  of  said  subpcena : 
The  Senate  of  the  State  of  MicMgan  to ,  Greeting : 

YoTi  are  hereby  commanded  to  serve  and  return  the  within 
snbpcena  according  to  law. 

Dated  at  Lansing  this day  of ,  A.  D.  18—. 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Form  of  oath  to  be  administered  to  the  members  of  the 
Senate  sitting  in  the  trial  of  impeachments: 

"Isolemnly  swear  (or  affirm,  as  the  case  may  be)  that  in  all 

things  appertaining  to  the  trial  of  tho  impaacbment  of 

,  now  pending,  I  will   tmly  and  impartially  try  and 

determine  the  same  according  to  the  law  and  evidence.  So 
help  me  God." 

Form  of  summons  to  be  issued  and  served  upon  the  person 


STATE  OF  MICHiaAN,  i 

The  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  j     ' 

In  the  name  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan: 

To ,  Greeting: 

Whereas,  The  House  of  Representatives  of  the   State  of 

Michigan  did,  on  the day  of ,  exhibit  to  the 

Senate  articles  of  impeachment  against  you,  the  said , 

in  the  words  following : 

[Here  insert  the  articles.] 

And  demand  that  you,  the  said ,  shall  be  put 

to  answer  the  accusations  as  set  forth  in  said  articles,  and  that 
such  proceedings,  examinations,  trials,  and  judgments  might 
he  thereupon  had  as  are  agreeable  to  law  and  justice,  you  the 

said ,  are  therefore  hereby  summoned  forthwith 

to  be  and  appear  before  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
at  their  Chamber  in  the  city  of  Lansing,  then  and  there  to 
■answer  to  the  said  articles  of  impeachment,  and  then  and 
there  to  abide  by,  obey,  and  perform  such  orders,  directions, 
and  judgments  as  tho  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan  shall 
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make  in  the  premises,  according  to  the  Constitution  and  hiws 
of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Hereof  you  are  not  to  fail. 

Witness,  ■■■  — ■  ■  — ,  and  presiding  officer  of  tiie  said 

Senate,  at  the  city  of  Lansing,  this  — — — ■  day  of  - — — ■,  in 
the  year  of  onr  Loi-d . 

Form  of  precept  to  be  indorsed  on  said  writ  of  summons ; 

STATE  OF  MIOHIUAN,  I 

TnB  Sehate  of  tue  State  of  Michiqan,  f  ^^" 
In  the  name  of  the  People  of  the  Slnle  of  Mkldgaii  : 

To ,  Greeting : 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  deliver  to,  and  leave  with 

— — ,  if  conveniently  to  be  found,  or,  if  not,  to  leave 

at  his  usual  place  of  abode,  or  at  his  usual  place  of  business, 
in  some  conspicuous  place,  a  true  and  attested  coiiy  of  the 
within  writ  of  summons,  together  with  a  like  copy  of  this 
precept. 

Fail  not,  and  make  return  of  this  writ  of  summons  and  pre- 
cept^ with  your  proceedings  thereon  indorsed. 

Witness ,  and  presiding  c 

at  the  city  of  Lansing,  this    day  of  - 

of  our  Lord  — ■. 

All  process  shall  be  served  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the 
Senate,  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

XXII.  If  the  Senate  shall,  at  any  time,  fail  to  sit  for  the 
consideration  of  articles  of  impeachment,  on  the  day  or  hour 
fixed  therefor,  the  Senate  may,  by  an  order  to  be  adopted 
without  debate,  fix  a  day  and  hour  for  resuming  such  conaid- 
eration. 
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THE  TRIAL   OF   CHARLES   A.   EDMONDS, 

fTOMMISSIUNEK   OF  THE   STATE   LAND   OFFICE, 

FOE  COERUPT  CONDUCT  IN  OFFICE,  AND  CRIMES 
AND  MISDEMEANORS. 


The  State  of  Michioax  vs.  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

COMillSSlONER  OF  THE  STATE  LAND  OFFICE, 


Senate  Chamber,         | 
Thursday,  April  11, 1872.     \ 

At  Vi  o'clock  at  noon  the  Senate  adjourned  without  day, 
and  immediately  thereafter  the  Secretary  administered  the 
following  oath  to  the  President  pro  tern.,  Mr.  Emerson : 

"  I  solemnly  swear  that  in  all  things  appertaining  to  the  trial 
of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  now  pending,  I 
will  truly  and  impartially  try  and  determine  the  same  accord- 
ing to  the  law  and  the  evidence.    So  help  me  God." 

The  President — Senators  will  step  forwai-d  as  their  names 
are  called  and  be  sworn.    The  Secretary  will  call  five  at  a  time. 

The  following  Senators  eame  forward  and  took  the  oath; 
Senators  Alexander,  Ball,  Barber,  Begole,  Briggs,  Brownell, 
Cawley,  Cravath,  Dexter,  Gay,  Hannahs,  Jenks,  Mann,  Moffatt, 
Price,  Prntzman,  Putnam,  Randall,  Eomeyn,  Sheley,  Stoddard, 
AVaterbnry,  Wheeler,  and  Wood. 
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The  President — All  the  Senators  present  having  been  sworn, 
the  Senate  is  now  organized  for  the  trial  of  the  impeachment 
of  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  move  tliat  a  committee  of  three  he  appointed 
hy  the  Chair,  to  notify  the  managers  appointed  on  hchalf  of 
the  Honae  of  Representatives,  that  the  Senate  is  now  organ- 
ized for  the  puipose  of  proceeding  to  the  trial  of  the  impeach- 
ment of  Charles  A.  Edmonds ; 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

The  President — The  Chair  will  appoint  Senators  Moffatt, 
Wheeler,  and  Eomeyn,  as  sneh  committee. 

Mr.  Cravath — I  move  that  the  rules  adopted  by  the  Senate 
for  the  procedure  and  practice  of  trials  of  impeachment,  be 
adopted  hy  the  Senate  sitting  as  a  court  for  the  trial  of  Charles 
A.  Edmonds. 

The  President — The  Senator  will  reduce  his  motion  to 
writing. 

The  motion  was  reduced  to  writing  and  sent  to  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  by  yeas,  35 ;  nays,  0. 

Mr.  Jents — I  move  we  now  take  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  President  therefore 
declared  the  Senate,  sitting  for  the  trial  of  the  impeachment, 
adjoiirned  to  the  time  named. 


Thursday  P.  M.,  April  11,  1873. 

The  President  entered  the  Senate  Chamber  and  took  the 
chair. 

The  President — The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  twenty-sis  Senators  answering 
to  their  names. 

Mr.  Neasuiith  came  forward  and  took  the  oath. 
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Mr.  Price — I  senil  to  the  Chair  a  letter  ivrittea  by  Senator 
Morton  in  explanation  of  his  absence,  which  I  desire  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate. 

The  Secretary  read  the  letter. 

Mr.  Price — Mr.  President,  I  move  that  indefinite  leave  of 
absence  be  granted  to  Senator  Morton ; 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Moffatt — Mr,  President,  the  committee  appointed  to  wait 
upon  the  managers  appointed  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Eep- 
resentatives,  and  inform  them  that  the  Senate  is  organized  and 
is  ready  to  proceed  to  the  trial  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles 
A.  Edmonds,  respectfully  report  that  they  have  performed  that 
duty,  and  the  managers  notified  them  that  they  are  ready  to 
appear  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  present  articles  of  impeach- 
ment, 

Mr.  Alexander— I  will  inquire  how  many  Senators  are  ewora 

The  President — The  Secretary  informs  me  there  are  tweiity- 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms — Mr.  President,  the  managers  of  the 
impeachment,  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, are  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate. 

The  President — Admit  them  within  the  bar,  and  conduct 
them  to  the  seats  prepared  for  them. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  conducted  the  managers  to  seats 
within  the  bar. 

Managers :  Hon.  I.  It.  Grosvenor  of  Monroe,  Hon.  B.  W. 
Huston,  Jr.  of  Tuscola,  Hon.  Lyman  I.  Cochrane  of  Wayne. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President,  in  obedience  to  the 
instruction  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  their  mana- 
gers, we  are  now  prepared  to  exhibit  particular  articles  of  im- 
peachment against  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  for  crimes 
and  misdemeanors. 

The  President — The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  make  proclama- 
tion. 
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The  Sergeaiit-at-Arms — Hear  ye !  hear  ye !  hear  ye !  All 
persons  are  commanded  to  keep  silence,  on  pain  of  imprison- 
ment, -while  tte  House  of  Representatives  exhibit  to  the  Sen- 
ate articles  of  impeachment  against  Charles  A.  Edmonds. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  then  read  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment, as  follows : 

ARTICLES  exhibited  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  in  the  name  of  the  Peo- 
ple of  the  State  of  Michigan,  against  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  in  maintenance  and 
support  of  their  impeachment  against  him  for  corrupt;  eon- 
dnet  in  ofBee,  and  for  crimes  and  mladeraeanors. 

ARTICLE    I. 

That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  on  the  fourth  day  of  Jannary^ 
1871,  and  on  divers  other  days  and  times,  between  that  day 
and  the  time  when  said  House  of  Representatives  passed  the 
i-esolution  of  impeachment  against  him,  to  wit :  the  28th 
day  of  March,  1873,  nnmindful  of  the  high  duties  of  his  offiee, 
of  his  oath  of  office,  and  of  the  requirements  of  the  constitu- 
tion and  the  laws  of  this  Stat«,  did  corruptly,  unlawfully,  and  in 
violation  of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  this  State,  withhold 
from  sale  divers  large  tracts  of  land  for  the  particular  benefit 
and  advantage  of  cei-tain  land  dealers,  and  for  a  private  pecu- 
niary consideration  to  himself,  his  deputy  and  clerks,  to  the 
damage  and  inconvenience  of  the  actual  settlers,  other  dealers, 
and  the  people  of  the  State  generally ;  and  the  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Offiee,  was  in  this 
manner  then  and  there  guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  office, 
and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office. 

ARTICLE   II. 

That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  said  State 
Land  Office,  on  divers  days  and  times,  between  the  time  of 
assuming  the  duties  of  his  office,  to-wit :  about  tlie  fourth  day 
of  January,  1871,  and  the  day  of  the  passage  of  the  said  reso- 
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lution  of  impeachment,  the  basis  of  these  articles,  unmindful 
of  the  high  duties  of  his  office,  of  his  oath  of  office,  and  in 
Tiolation  of  the  constitution  and  !awB  of  the  State  of  Michi- 
gan, and  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  au  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  prevent  officers  and  clerks  in  the  State  Land  Office,  and 
in  Auditor  General's  Office,  from  purchasing  lands  while  in 
the  employ  of  the  State,"  approved  March  16,  1861,  did  cor- 
ruptly, unlawfully,  by  himself,  and  with  his  deputy,  aud  also 
with  his  clerks  in  said  office,  directly  and  indirectly  engage  in 
the  purchase  of  lands  from  the  State,  and  for  sale  in  the  Land 
Office  of  this  State,  of  ■which  he  was  chief. 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  thus,  then,  and  there  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  high  misdemeanor  in 
office. 

AKTICLE   HI. 

That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  said  State 
Land  Office,  unmindful  of  the  duties  of  his  ofSce,  and  his  oath 
of  office,  having  knowledge  that  large  numbers  of  actual  set- 
tlers to  whom  licenses  had  been  issued  in  pursuance  of  act 
No.  108,  session  laws  of  1861,  being  an  act  entitled  "  An  act 
to  amend  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement 
and  drainage  of  the  swamp  lands  by  actual  settlers,  being  act 
No.  339,  laws  of  1859,'"  were  in  possession  of  their  lands 
under  their  said  licenses,  and  had  been  iu  possession  thereof 
for  a  long  time,  and  made  valuable  improvements  thereon, 
and  complied  with  the  laws  of  this  State  in  regard  to  licens- 
ing lands  to  actual  settlers  fully,  except  filing  with  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office  the  proofs  of  settlement  and 
occupancy,  required  by  sectton  four  of  said  act  No.  108,  laws 
of  1861,  and  lie,  the  said  Edmonds,  being  acquainted  with  the 
practice  in  said  office  ever  since  the  passage  of  said  act  No. 
108,  laws  of  1861,  to  withhold  from  sale  such  licensed  lands, 
except  in  cases  where  proofs  by  the  affidavit  of  two  credible 
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■witnesses  vas  filed,  showing  non-settlement  and  abandonment 
by  the  licensee,  did  corruptly,  and  for  the  purpose  of  pecuniary 
gain  to  himself,  his  deputy  and  clerks,  about  the  month  of 
October,  1871,  decide  that  such  lands  were  subject  to  sale 
■without  such  proof  of  non-settlement  or  abandonment,  as  had 
been  the  practice  of  said  office,  and  he,  the  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  did  then  and  there,  by  himself,  his  deputy,  and 
clerks,  corruptly,  and  for  the  purpose  of  securing  gain  as 
aforesaid,  furnish  to  divers  persons  the  description  of  such 
licensed  lands,  when  the  proofs  of  settlement  and  occupancy 
had  not  been  filed  in  accordance  with  said  section  four  afore- 
said, which  said  persons  purchased  said  lands,  and  to  whom 
said  Commissioner  issued  patents,  whereby  a  gross  fraud  was 
practiced  upon  such  actual  settlers,  and  large  profits  and 
gains  made,  in  which  said  Edmonds,  his  deputy,  and  clerks, 
were  interested. 

And  said  Edmonds,  being  so  unmindful  of  bis  duty  and 
oath  of  office,  and  the  policy  of  the  State  to  protect  the 
actual  settlers,  has  corruptly  furnished  and  permitted 
his  deputy  and  clerks  corruptly  to  furnish  such  descrip- 
tions of  licensed  lands  to  divers  persons,  on  divers  days 
and  times,  since  the  decision  aforesaid,  and  before  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  of  impeachment  by  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, which  said  persons  purchased  said  descriptions,  to 
whom  patents  ■were  issued  by  said  Commissioner,  he,  said  Com- 
missioner, his  deputy,  and  clerks  being  indirectly  interested 
therein. 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  thus,  then,  and  thei-e  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office. 


That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office,  unmindful  of  the  high  and  responsible  duties  of 
his  office,  and  of  his  oath  of  office,  on  the  first  day  of  June, 
1871,  in  the  said  Land  Office,  at  Lansing,  in  the  county  of 
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Ingham,  and  on  divers  other  days  and  times  during  his  official 
term  at  Lansing,  aforesaid,  did  nnlawfally  conspire  with  one 
William  G.  Patrick,  and  divers  other  persons  unkno'W'n,  fraud- 
ulently to  withhold  from  sale,  and  mark,  or  cause  to  be  mai'ked, 
as  sold,  large  quantities  of  State  lands,  for  the  benefit  of  said 
conspirators,  in  Iraud  of  other  bona  fide  purchasers  and  settlers, 
with  the  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  such  bonafde  purchasers 
and  actnal  settlei-s,  and  all  others  who  might  wish  to  purchase 
the  same. 

And  in  pursuance  of  said  conspiracy  the  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds  did  mark,  or  cause  to  be  marked,  in  said  office,  on  the 
plat  books  thereof,  as  sold,  large  tmcts  of  laud  that  were  not 
sold,  by  which  Edmonds,  his  deputy,  and  clerks  in  office  cor- 
ruptly received  large  sums  of  money,  and  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  OSice,  was  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  a  violation  of  his  oath  of  office, 
and  a  great  fraud  upon  the  people  of  this  State. 

ARTICLE   V. 

That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  said 
State  Land  Office,  from  time  to  time,  from  the  commencement 
of  his  official  term  in  January,  1871,  to  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  of  impeachment  in  this  case,  to  wit :  the 
38th  of  March,  1872,  unmindful  of  the  high  duties  of  his 
office,  in  violation  of  his  official  duties,  his  oath  of  office,  and 
the  laws  of  this  State,  did,  in  his  office,  and  with  his  deputy 
in  office,  and  in  his  official  time,  so  engage  in,  and  carry  on, 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  swamp  land  "  scrip  "  (so-called),  as  to 
operate  in  fraud  of,  and  to  the  damage  of  the  primary  school 
fund,  the  several  counties  of  this  State,  and  of  the  treasury  of 
the  State. 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  in  this  manner  then  and  there  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor 
in  office. 
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That  said  Cliarlea  A.  Edmonds,  Commiesioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBce,  during  hia  official  term  as  8uch  comtnissioner, 
to  wit :  From  about  tlie  first  day  of  January,  ISTl,  to  the  38th 
day  of  March,  1872,  tmmindftil  of  the  high  and  responsible 
duties  of  his  office,  of  his  oath  of  office,  and  disregarding  the 
rights  of  the  people  of  this  State,  and  for  the  cormpt  and  un- 
lawfnl  purpose  of  personal  benefit  Mid  gain,  did  appoint  and 
keep  in  his  office,  as  clerks,  certain  men  of  dissolute  habits 
and  character,  and  unworthy  the  high  trust  and  confidence 
necessarily  required  of  men  iu  their  positions,  and  did,  also, 
allow  his  clerks  in  office,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  this  State, 
to  purchase,  directly,  and  indirectly,  from  the  State,  lands  for 
sale  in  said  Land  Office,  and  to  be  interested  in  purchases 
made  in  the  name  of  others,  directly  and  indirectly,  and  to 
traffic,  and  corruptly  sell  and  get  unlawful  gain,  in  the  sale  of 
valuable  information  contained  in  such  office,  within  their 
knowledge  as  such  clerks,  and  to  act  as  the  agents,  for  reward, 
of  certain  land  dealers,  in  entering  land,  thus  giving  such 
dealers  an  undue  advantage  over  others  seeking  the  entry  of 
lands  at  said  office. 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Oommissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  thus  then  and  there,  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office. 

ARTICLE    VII. 

That  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  being  a  public  officer  of 
the  State  of  Michigan,  through  whose  hands  public  moneys 
pass,  to  wit :  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Ofiice  as  afore- 
said, has  at  divers  times  during  the  present  term  of  his  Bald 
office,  and  as  such  officer,  received  moneys  current  by  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  as  money  in  payment  for  certain  lands  be- 
longing to  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  has  corruptly,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  especially  in  violation  of  section 
two  hundred  and  thirty-four  of  the  compiled  laws  of  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty-seven,  converted  or  changed  said  moneys 
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into  swamp  land  scrip,  so-called,  retaining  said  moneys  for  hia 
own  use  and  benefit,  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  entering  said 
lands,  in  payment  for  which  he  had  received  said  moneys  as 
purchased  and  paid  for  by  said  scrip,  and  has  not  deposited  or 
tamed  over  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  State  said  moneys,  so 
received  in  purchase  of  said  lands. 

By  reason  whereof  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds  has  com- 
mitted a  crime  against  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  is  guilty  of 
mieconducfc  in  office. 

ARTICLE   VIII. 

That  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office,  unmindful  of  the  dignity  and  high  duties  of  this 
office,  and  of  the  wholesome  requirements  of  the  laws  of  the 
State,  on  or  about  the  first  day  of  March,  1879,  at  the  city  of 
Lansing,  the  Capital  of  this  State,  contriving  and  intending 
to  debauch  and  corrupt  the  morals,  as  well  of  youth  as  of 
others,  good  citizens  of  this  State,  did,  at  the  time  and  place 
aforesaid,  and  at  other  times  and  in  other  places  in  this  State, 
nnlawfully,  wickedly,  maliciously,  and  scandalously  publish, 
circulate,  and  distribute,  or  cause  to  be  published,  circulated, 
and  distributed,  a  certain  anonymous  and  obscene  printed 
paper  entitled  "  Every  Wednesday  Night,"  containing  impure, 
soandalons,  and  obscene  matters,  language,  and  description, 
manifestly  unbecoming  the  dignity  of  his  office,  a  scandal  in 
the  community,  and  tending  to  the  comiption  of  the  morals 
of  youth,  and  other  good  citizens  of  this  State,  and  to  the 
evil  example  of  all  others,  and  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
State,  and  against  the  peace  and  dignity  of  the  people  of  this 
State. 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Lund  Office,  did  thus,  then,  and  there  commit,  and  was 
gailty  of  a  misdemeanor,  contrary  to  the  form  of  the  statute, 
and  against  the  peace  and  dignity  of  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Michigan. 
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ARTICLE  IX. 

That  the  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds  did  during  the  months 
of  March  or  April  last  past,  and  while  he  was  such  Commis- 
sioner of  said  Land  Office,  knowingly,  willfully,  and  maliciously, 
at  Laporte,  in  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  elsewhere  in  the 
United  States,  deposit  or  cause  to  he  deposited,  in  the  post- 
office  at  said  Laporte,  and  in  the  several  postoffices  at  other 
places  in  the  United  States,  for  mailing,  or  for  delivery  from 
said  postofficQ  or  postoSiees,  a  certain  obscene  print  or  publi- 
cation in  the  form  of  newspapers,  and  entitled  Every  Wednesday 
Mght,  knowing  the  same  to  be  of  a  vulgar  and  indecent  char- 
acter, in  violation  of  tho  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
especially  of  a  statute  of  the  United  States  entitled  "  An  act 
relating  to  the  postal  laws,"  api^roved  March  3,  I860. 

By  which  act  of  depositing,  or  causing  to  be  deposited  said 
print  or  publication,  in  said  posfcoffice  at  said  Laporte  and 
elsewhere,  he,  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  did  commit  a 
crime  against  tiie  laws  of  the  United  States. 

ARTICLE   X. 

That  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBce,  unmindful  of  the  dignity  of  his  office,  his  duties, 
his  oath  of  office,  and  the  requirements  of  the  laws  of  this 
State,  at  divers  tunes  during  his  official  term  as  such  Commis- 
sioner, since  the  fifth  day  of  July,  1871,  at  the  city  of  Lansing, 
and  in  other  places  within  this  State,  has  been  drunk,  or  so 
affected  by  his  drinking  of  intoxicating  liquors,  as  to  disgrace  his 
oflBce  and  unfit  him  for  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties ;  and 
the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
OfBce,  did  thus  and  then  and  there  show  good  cause  for  his 
removal  of  office,  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  entitled  "  An 
act  to  subject  all  persons  holding  office  under  the  goverment 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  to  removal  from  office  for  drunk- 
enness," approved  April  5,  ISTl. 
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ARTICLE   XI. 

That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBce,  unmindful  of  the  dignity,  high  duties,  and  posi- 
tion of  his  ofBce,  and  of  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  the 
wholesome  requirements  of  the  laws  of  decency  and  morality, 
did,  on  or  about  the  tenth  day  of  Oetoher,  1871,  at  the  city  of 
Lansing,  situated  in  the  county  of  Ingham,  at  the  Lansing 
House,  commit  adultery  with  a  female  whose  name  is  unknown, 
he,  the  said  Edmonds,  then  and  there  heing  a  married  man; 
and  did  also  since  he  entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  said  of&ce, 
at  divers  other  times  and  places  in  said  Lansing,  commit  fur- 
ther and  other  adulteries,  against  the  tbrm  of  the  statute  in 
such  case  made  and  provided,  and  against  the  peace  and 
dignity  of  the  people  of  this  State, 

And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  did  thus,  then,  and  there  commit,  and  was 
guilty  of  a  crime,  contrary  to  the  statute  in  such  case  made 
and  provided,  and  against  the  peace  and  dignity  of  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

And  the  managers  elected  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  constitution  of  this  State,  and 
authorized  by  the  said  constitution  and  the  laws  of  this  State 
to  manage,  on  behalf  of  said  House,  the  trial  of  the  impeach- 
ment of  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  by  protestation,  saving  to 
themselves  the  liberty  of  exhibiting  at  any  time  hereafter  any 
further  articles  or  other  accusation  under  the  said  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  impeachment  of  the 
said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office, 
and  also  of  replying  to  his  answer  which  he  may  make  unto 
these  articles  herein  preferred  against  him,  and  offering  proof 
to  the  same  and  every  part  thereof,  and  to  all  and  every  other 
article  or  accusation  which  shall  bo  eshibited  by  them  on 
behalf  of  said  House  as  the  case  shall  require;  do  demand 
that  Charles  A.  Edmonds  may  be  put  to  answer  the  corrupt 
condnct  in  office  and  the   crimes  and  misdemeanors  herein 
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charged  against  him,  and  that  such  proceedings,  esamination, 
trial,  and  judgment  may  be  thereupon  had  and  given  as  may 
be  agreeable  to  law  and  justice. 

L  R.  GROSVENOR, 
LYMAN  COCHRANE, 
B.  W.  HUSTON,  Jb., 
Mcmagers  on  iehalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  President — The  articles  will  be  filed. 

Gentlemen  Managei-s  upon  the  part  of  the  House — The  Senate 
will  consider  the  subject  of  impeachment,  of  which  due  notice 
shall  be  given. 

The  managers  then  left  the  chamber. 

The  President — ^^\'hat  is  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate  ? 

Mr,  Cravath — I  move  that  the  .Senate  proceed  to  the  election 
of  two  reporters. 

The  President — The  Senator  from  the  tiventy-first  will 
reduce  bis  motion  to  writing. 

Motion  reduced  to  writing  and  sent  to  the  Chair. 

The  President — The  Senator  from  the  twenty-first  sends  to 
the  Chair  the  following  motion,  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
election  of  two  reporters.  The  question  is  upon  the  adoption 
of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Moflatt — I  move  that  we  elect  by  hallot. 

The  motion  was  agi'eed  to. 

Mr.  Cravath— I  nominate  James  "W".  King,  of  Lansing. 

Mr.  Alexander — I  wish  to  nominate  Mr.  G,  P.  Hitchcock, 
of  Kalamazoo. 

Mr.  Ball— I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senate  in  connec- 
tion with  the  name  of  Mr.  Hitehfock,  the  name  of  Henry  F. 
"Walsh,  of  Grand  Rapids. 

Messrs.  Hitchcock  and  Walsh  were  declared  elected. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — Mr.  President,  if  it  be  in  order  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  praceedings,  I  will  offer  a  resolution  in  reference 
to  the  issuing  of  the  writ  commanding  the  presence  of  the 
respondent,  as  follows : 
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,  That  a  summons  be  directed  to  issue  in  the  form 
prescribed  by  the  rules  for  the  trial  of  the  impeachment  now 
pending,  to  be  directed  to  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  OfBee,  commanding  him  to  be  and  appear 
forthwith  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate  of  Michigan,  there  to 
answer  unto  the  articles  of  impeachment  this  day  exhibited 
before  the  Senate  by  the  honorable  managers  elected  for  that 
purpose  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  said  writ  of  sum- 
mons to  he  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  said  articles,  and  the 
execation  of  the  same  to  be  committed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Eomeyn— I  offer  a  resolution  in  reference  to  the  print- 
ing of  the  rules,  that  were  adopted  to-day,  as  follows  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  cause  to  be 
printed,  in  a  form  convenient  for  use,  three  hundred  copies  of 
the  act  regulating  trials  of  impeachment,  and  of  the  rules 
adopted  for  the  trial  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  now  pending,  together  with  the  articles  furnished. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  move  to  amend  by  adding  the  words 
'■'  together  with  the  ai'ticles  of  impeachment." 

Mr.  Eomeyn^I  will  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Craratb— I  move  to  ameud  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  the  word  "  three"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "five." 

Mr.  Sheley — I  hope  that  will  not  pass ;  one  hundred  is  just 
as  good  as  five  hundred- 

The  amendment  striking  out  the  word  '"  three  "  and  insert- 
ing the  word  "  five,"  was  lost,  and  the  resolution  as  originally 
offered  was  passed. 

The  President — The  Chair  will  suggest  to  Senators  that  it 
will  not  be  possible  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  pre- 
pare the  summons  at  this  session,  as  it  will  be  necessary  to 
copy  the  articles  before  service  can  he  had.  The  Senate  may 
take  such  action  as  they  deem  proper. 

Mr.  Cravath— I  move  we  adjourn  until  to-mon'ow  morning,, 
at  ten  o'clock. 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  President  declared  the 
Senate  sitting  as  a  court  of  impeachment  adjourned  to  the 
hour  named. 


Friday,  A.  M.,  April  J3, 187S. 

The  President  jn-o  tcni.  entered  the  Chamber  and  took  the 
Chair. 

The  President  pro  tern. — Tlie  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  make 
proclamation. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms — Hear  ye !  Hear  ye !  Hear  ye !  All 
persons  are  commanded  to  keep  silence  while  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  Michigan  is  sitting  for  the  trial  of  the  articles  of 
impeachment  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
against  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office ! 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll  and  announced  a  quorum 
of  the  Senate  present. 

Mr.  Moffatt— I  moye  that  the  reading  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  be  dispensed  ivith. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  will  reduce  his  motion 
to  Tvriting  and  send  it  to  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Waterburj — I  see  Senator  Storrs  in  his  seat.  The  oath 
has  not  been  administered  to  him. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Mr.  Storrs  will  step  forward. 

Mr.  Storrs  came  forward  and  the  oath  was  administered  to 
him  by  the  President^ro  tern. 

Mr.  Briggs— Mr.  President,  would  a  resolution  at  this  time 
he  in  order  ? 

The  Presiding  OfBcer— The  Senator  from  the  Thirty-first 
is  preparing  a  motion  which  is  really  before  the  Senate  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  Moffatt  sent  to  the  Chair  the  following  motion,  which 
was  read  by  the  Secretary : 
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Resolved,  That  the  reading  of  the  journal  be  dispeused  with 
until  further  ordered. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Seci^etavy  will  read  the  retura 
of  the  summons. 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

The  foregoing  writ  of  summons  udtU'essed  to  Charles  A, 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  and  the 
foregoing  precept  addressed  to  me,  were  this  day  duly  served 
on  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
OfBce,  by  delivering  to,  and  leaving  with  him,  true  and  attested 
copies  of  the  same,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Lansing,  this 
11th  day  of  April,  instant,  at  7i  o'clock  P.  M. 

HENRY  SEYMOUR, 
Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate. 

Lansing,  April  11, 1872. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  came  forward  and  tlie  Secretcry 
administered  the  following  oath : 

"I,  Heniy  Seymour,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  tlie  Senate,  do 
swear  that  the  return  made  and  subscribed  by  me  upon  the 
process  issued  on  the  llfch  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1873,  by  the 
Senate  of  Michigan,  against  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Land  Office,  is  truly  made,  and  that  I  have 
performed  said  service  therein  prescribed.   So  help  me  God." 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  call  the 
accused. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms — Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  Land  Office !  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of 
the  Land  Office,  appear  and  answer  to  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment exhibited  against  you  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  I 

Mr,  Eomeyn— Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  the  a 
Mr.  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  has  obtained  counsel  for  his  d^ 
and  I  understand  further  that  they  are  not  aware  that  the 
Court  has  been  organized.     I  move,  therefore,  that  the  Ser- 
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geant-at-Arms  be  directed  to  inform  the  counsel  for  the  accused 
that  the  Court  is  ready  to  proceed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — If  there  be  no  objection,  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms  ■will  so  inform  them. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  presently  returned  with  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  the  respondent,  J.  11.  MeGowan,  Esq.,  of  Coldwat«r, 
and  J.  B.  Shipman,  Esq.,  of  the  same  place,  who  were  con- 
dncted  to  the  seats  assigned  the  respondent  and  his  counsel. 

The  Presiding  Officer  (to  the  counsel  for  the  Commissioner) 
— Gentlemen,  the  Senate  is  now  sitting  for  the  trial  of  the 
impeachment  against  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  Oommissiouer  of 
the  State  Land  Office,  The  Commissioner  appears  in  person 
and  by  attorney.    The  Senate  is  now  ready  to  hear  you. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  the  respondent  in  obedience 
to  the  command  of  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeach- 
ment, personally  appears  here,  and  my  brother  McGowan  and 
myself  appear  as  his  counsel,  to-day,  and  desire  to  have  our 
appearance  entered  for  him. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Your  appearance  will  be  so  entered, 
in  person  and  by  counsel. 

Mr.  Shipman — On  behalf  of  the  i-espondenfc  we  beg  leave  to 
submit  a  motion  to  the  Senate,  which  I  will  read. 
In  the  matter  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office: 

We,  the  undersigned,  counsel  for  the  respondent,  move  the 

Court  that  the day  of  May,  nest,  be  appointed  as  the  day 

for  the  respondent  to  move,  plead,  answer,  or  demur  to  the 
said  Articles  of  Impeachment,  and  submit  to  a  trial  upon  the 
same. 

JOHN  B.  SHIPMAN, 
JONAS  H.  McGOWAN, 
CoiDisel  for  Respondeni,. 

I  have  left  a  blank  that  the  Senate  might  fill  it.  In  sup- 
port of  the  motion  I  will  read  an  affidavit  of  the  respondent. 

The  counsel  read  as  follows : 
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The  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Impeachment,  in  the  matter  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles 
A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office : 
County  of  Ingliani — ss. 

Charles  A,  Edmonds,  being  duly  sworn,  says  tliat  lie  is  the 
respondent  in  the  above  matter. 

That  upon  the  evening  of  the  11th  of  April  inst.,  he  was 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  summons  in  said  matter,  and  there 
for  the  first  time  eaw  a  copy  of  the  articles  of  impeachment 
against  him,  and  knew  what  he  had  to  meet  upon  the  trial 
before  the  Senate.  That  he  has  heard  the  copy  contained  in  the 
summons  read,  but  that  tlie  same  is  so  vague,  and  the  charges 
and  speciflcatione  in  many  and  most  of  the  articles  so  general, 
that  they  do  not  give  him  that  information  which  he  hoped 
and  expected  to  receive  therefirom.  That  tliese  general  charges, 
covering  in  many  instances  so  large  a  period  of  time,  but  with- 
out directing  him  to  any  specific  act  or  time  definitely,  throws 
upon  him  the  necessity  of  a  more  extended  preparation  than 
he  had  hoped  his  defense  would  demand,  requiring  much  more 
time  than  if  the  matters  had  been  charged  or  described  with 
sufUcient  certainty  for  him  to  have  known  what  was  meant, 
and  where  to  direct  his  testimony. 

That  he  did  not  succeed  in  obtaining  a  copy  of  tlie  testi- 
mony taken  by  the  committee  in  the  House,  until  last  Monday 
evening.  That  upon  the  evening  of  Wednesday,  the  10th, 
two  of  his  counsel  saw  such  copy  for  the  first  time  (as  he  is 
informed  and  beheves),  but  have  not  as  yet  read  the  whole  of 
it.  That  one  of  his  counsel,  who  is  absent,  has  not  seen  the 
testimony,  nor  a  copy  of  the  articles  mentioned,  to  deponent's 
knowledge  or  belief.  That  deponent  has  not  yet  had  a  con- 
sultation with  his  counsel  when  they  were  all  together,  and 
never,  until  the  evening  of  the  11th  inst.  mentioned,  has  had 
the  necessary  documents,  or  information  in  regard  to  what  he 
had  to  meet  in  the  case,  to  make  such  a  consultation  of  much 
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moment,  so  far  as  arranging  his  defense  is  concerned.  That  he 
has  done  ■what  he  could,  but  he  could  do  but  little  towards 
getting  ready  for  trial  -with  the  uncertainty  before  him  as  to 
what  he  had  to  meet. 

He  further  states  that  one  of  Jiis  counsel  selected  writes 
that  unless  the  trial  is  postponed  to  a  period  as  late  as  the 
middle  of  May,  he  cannot  take  paa-t  in  the  defense.  That 
deponent  verily  believes  that  he  cannot  properly  prepare  his 
answer  to  the  articles  exhibited  by  the  managers,  and  get  ready 
for  the  trial  before  that  time ;  and  he  is  confident  that  it  will 
not  be  in  his  power  so  to  prepare  for  his  defense  that  this 
honorable  court  can  be  made  acquainted  with  the  facts  essen- 
tial to  a  just  decision  of  said  cause,  in  less  than  the  time 
mentioned. 

And  this  deponent  further  says  that  he  believes  he  has  a  full 
and  complete  defense  to  all  matters  alleged  against  him,  upon 
the  merits,  and  that  .he  is  anxious  to  proceed  with  the  trial  as 
soon  aa  he  can  safely  do  so,  and  that  this  apphcation  for  time 
to  prepare  his  answer,  procure  the  attendance  of  necessary 
witnesses,  and  make  due  and  proper  preparation  for  the  trial, 
is  not  made  for  the  purpose  of  delay,  bat  only  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  a  fiill  and  fair  hearing  of  the  impeachment 
tigainst  him,  on  its  real  merits. 

CHAELES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  April  12th,  1873. 
H.  D.  Bartholomew, 
Notary  PuMic,  Ingham  County. 

Mr.  President,  I  beg  leave  to  call  your  attention,  and  the 
attention  of  the  Senate,  for  a  moment,  and  but  a  moment,  to 
the  law  passed  by  the  Legislature  in  cases  of  this  kind.  By 
section  five  it  is  provided  that  "  the  Senate  when  so  organized," 
that  is,  organized  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,—"  shall  forthwith 
cause  the  person  impeached  to  appear,  and  to  answer  the 
charge  eshibited  against  him,  and  upon  liis  appearance,  he 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the  articles  of  impeachment,  and 
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t    -nablo 

[     ilenfc  is 

th    same. 

hall  be 

C  urt  for 

to  a  reasonable  time  to  answer  the  same."  I  need  not  state 
that  the  usual  practice  in  courts  is  to  have  their  writs  return- 
able on  a  given  day  and  the  summons  served  a  certain  number 
of  days  before  the  rctur  1  j  Ih  mm 
forthwith.    Upon  its  ret         lytl  t        t] 

entitled  to  a  reasonable  t  m    t    pi    d  — t 
By  section  seven  it  is  p        1  1  tl    t     1       tl 
joined  in  an  impeaehme  t   th    &      te     tti 
the  trial  of  tlie  same  sh  U    pp      t      t  m 
trial  thereof    That  woi  Id  so  m  t 
ment,  and,  indeed,  to  pr  vil    f 
day  when  tlie  Senate  wo  1 1      m    t 
pose  of  forming  the  issue       d  t         t 
time.    We  do  not  wish  t    p  t  th     1 
coming  together  again  t      tl   t  p    t 
avoid  it :  hence  this  mot        wl     1 
one  adjournment,  puttin     t! 
issue,  and  that  the  rcspo  d 


t  m         1  pi        for  the 
t  mpl  t  djonm- 

dj         m     1 1       future 
tl  f     the  pur- 

ll  t       t     1   f t  rthafc 
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afterwards,  all  together,  1  th        m       Ij        ment. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  of  c  th 

of  this  case,  and  the  ma 

been  conducted  in  the  II  1 

well  known  to  the  memb         f  th 

there  appointed;  teatim 

but  the  respondent  was      t  p 

witnesses,  had  no  opport      ty  t 

justification,  or  against  tl  fl 

regretted  this  very  mucl     I     wv 

an  opportunity  to  there       k    1 

and  expense  of  a  trial  before  the  S 

he  could  make  a  successful  defense  there.    I  state  this,  Mr. 

President,  not  in  any  degree,  or  in  any  way  to  reflect  upon  the 

action  of  anybody.      The   proceedings  of  tlie  House  and  of 

committees  of  the  House  are  matters  upon  which  I  am  not 

■well  advised,  and  I  doubt  not  the  gentlemen  who  had  the 


t  1       b  f      tl 


1  1  y  tl        n 
h  p     th  t  h 


ttee  was 

mmittee 

m  le  the 

h  8  own 

tt    .    He 

ght  have 

d  tt     t  -ouble 
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biisiness  in  charge  did  their  duty,  and  only  their  duty  in  the 
matter.  I  only  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  it,  to  remind 
them  of  the  circumstances  in  which  the  respondent  ia  placed. 
I  presume  they  conducted  the  matter  properly,  but  he  was, 
for  the  reasons  mentioned,  not  advised, — did  not  have  the  infor- 
mation that  ho  otherwise  might  have  been  possessed  of  about 
the  case.  He  had  to  get  a  copy  of  the  testimony  before  he 
could  know  what  they  had  pi-oven  against  him.  In  courts 
under  our  system  of  practice  in  criminal  cases,  we  have  an 
examination  before  a  magistrate,  where  the  accueedl  is  informed 
of  the  facts  charged  againet  him,  and  knows  what  to  meet 
when  he  comes  to  the  trial ;  but  we  were  not  advised  of  any  of 
these  facts  until  we  procured  this  testimony,  and  last  evening, 
for  the  first  time,  we  saw  a  copy  of  the  articles.  Now,  before 
these  articles  were  served,  we  had  hoped  that  the  charges  would 
be  specific,  directing  as  as  to  time,  and  place,  and  acts,  so  that 
we  could  have  known  definitely  and  dististinctly  what  we  had 
to  meet,  at  once,  and  hence  made  speedy  preparation  for  trial. 
I  wish  to  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  those  articles,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  criticising  them  in  any  way,  but  simply  to 
bring  before  the  Senate  the  vagueness  and  the  uncertainty  of 
the  charges  in  them,  and  to  show  what  the  respondent  must 
necessarily  do  to  be  prepared  to  meet  them  on  the  trial.  The 
first  article  states  that  on  the  4th  day  of  January,  1871,  and 
in  divers  other  days  and  times  between  that  day  and  the  time 
when  the  House  passed  the  resolution  of  impeachment,  on  the 
38th  day  of  March,  1873,  the  respondent  did  certain  things, 
including  all  that  time.  Of  course  it  is  necessary,  to  be  pre- 
pared, that  ho  should  go  over  all  that  time  and  \k  prepared 
to  meet  all  transactions  during  it ;  and  then,  further  on,  they 
state  that  he  did  withhold  from  sale  divers  large  tracts  of  land, 
for  the  particular  benefit  and  advantage  of  certain  land  deal- 
ers. They  do  not  state  who  the  land  dealers  are,  nor  describe 
the  land.  As  a  consequence,  the  responden  tmust  he  prepared 
to  meet  anything  that  may  come ;  he  must  be  prepared  to 
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show  up  all  the  land  in  the  State  under  that  charge.  His  atten- 
tion is  called,  not  directly  to  any  piece  of  land,  nor  to  opera- 
tiouB  with  any  particiilar  individual. 

The  second  article  of  impeachment  is  just  aa  vague  as  to 
time.  It  does  not  describe  the  land  ;  it  does  not  state,  even, 
what  class  they  are  in. 

The  third,  in  regard  to  licensed  lands,  may  include  all 
licensed  lands  in  the  State.  He  must  he  prepared  to  show  the 
fects  in  regard  to  each  piece  in  this  class  of  lands.  All  trans- 
actions in  his  office,  and  what  was  done  in  regard  to  them, 
he  must  show.  The  practice  referred  to  is  not  stated,  nor 
when  the  practice  in  regard  to  it  was  established  or  when  it 
CKisted.  The  names  of  no  persons  ai-e  given  in  that  article. 
He  does  not  know  what  he  has  to  meet,  except  that  he  knows 
that  he  must  be  prepared  at  all  points  if  they  go  into  the  evi- 
dence under  that  general  charge,  and  I  do  not  now  say  that 
they  cannot.  He  must  he  prepared,  if  he  expects  to  make  a 
successful  defense,  to  go  into  evidence  of  all  of  the  transactions 
in  regard  to  licensed  lands  in  the  State, — a  wort  of  time  and 
labor. 

Article  four  is  just  as  vague  and  uncertain,  and  covers  aa 
much  time.  The  name  of  William  G.  Patrick  is  mentioned, 
hut  the  others  are  stated  as  divers  persons,  unknown.  There 
is  no  description  of  land  here,  nor  is  there  a  class  mentioned. 

In  article  five  it  is  charged  that  he  did  "so  engage  in 
and  carry  on  the  purchase  and  sale  of  swamp  land  scrip 
(so-called)  as  to  operate  in  fraud  of  and  to  the  damage  of  the 
primary  school  fund,  the  several  counties  of  this  State,  and  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  State."  The  manner  of  doing  it, — what  he 
did, — the  specific  act,  we  are  not  informed  of  at  all.  We  must 
be  prepared  to  meet  all  the  transactions  of  the  office  from  ite 
commencement  until  now;  from  the  date  of  his  official  term 
until  the  28th  of  March  at  least,  and  to  show  just  exactly 
what  he  has  and  what  he  has  not  done  in  regard  to  it.  We  are 
not  pointed  to  any  specific  act. 
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Article  sis  ia  equally  vague  aa  to  the  time  and  as  to  the  land. 

The  matters  alleged  in  the  seventh  article  we  were  not  informed 
of  before  we  saw  the  articles.  That  ia  equally  vague  aa  to  the 
time,  and  ia  not  specific  as  to  the  act 

In  the  eighth  article,  the  place  is  all  over  the  State. 

In  the  ninth  article,  it  is  all  over  the  United  States.  To  meet 
that  charge  successfully  upon  the  merits,  as  alleged  there, 
would  be  almost  an  impossibility ;  certainly  it  will  require  con- 
siderable time  to  be  reasonably  prepared  for  a  defense  upon  it. 

Article  tenth  embraces  his  conduct  during  his  entire  official 
term.  He  has  got  to  be  prepared  to  show  his  whole  life  during 
that  time,  no  specific  act  being  pointed  out. 

In  the  11th  article,  time  and  place  are  mentioned.  We  have 
nothing  to  identify  the  person,  however,  except  the  sex.  It  is 
alleged  that  the  offense  was  committed  with  "a  female  whose 
name  is  unknown," — that  is  all  there  is  of  that ;  and  that  he 
committed  a  like  offense  "with  divers  other  persons  unknown." 

I  briefly  call  attention,  Mr.  President,  to  these  articles  to 
show  what  we  must  do  to  be  prepared, — what  the  respondent 
must  do  to  be  prepared  for  his  defense ;  and  it  seems  to  me  a 
proper  matter  for  the  Senate  to  take  into  consideration  upon 
this  motion;  not,  I  say,  as  in  any  degree  criticising  the  articles, 
or  raising  any  point  as  to  their  sufficiency.  I  do  not  now  do 
that. 

Mr.  President,  we  do  not  make  this  motion  for  the  purpose 
of  delay.  We  have  no  such  object  We  have  no  object  except 
to  come  to  a  speedy  trial.  The  respondent  is  resting  under  a 
cloud  from  which  he  can  only  escape  by  a  trial  before  the 
Senate.  His  counsel  have  no  other  object  but  to  try  the  case 
and  get  through  with  it  as  speedily  as  possible.  If  we  did  not 
really  feel  and  honestly  believe  that  it  was  necessary  that  we 
should  have  this  time  extended  to  ns,  we  would  not  ask 
it.  I  beg  Senators  to  consider  that  we  do  not  make  this 
motion  for  the  purpose  of  delay  at  all,  but  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  this  respondent  an  opportunity  to  be  fully  pre- 
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pared  for  trial.  He  has  great  interests,  Mr.  President,  at  stake 
here.  He  has  borne  hitherto  a  good  character ;  he  has  main- 
tained it  upon  the  battle-field ;  he  has  borne  it  in  the  private 
walks  of  life ;  it  has  neyer  been  assailed  nnfcil  his  ofBeial  life 
began,  and  not  until  quite  recently  in  that.  His  good  name  is 
as  dear  to  him  as  it  is  to  other  men, — as  it  should  be  to  all 
true  meu.  The  Senate  will  remember  that  the  consequences 
of  a  mistake  here  are  past  remedy.  I  trust  they  will  not  forget 
this  in  considering  the  necessity  of  the  respondent's  having 
time  for  a  thorough  and  complete  preparation  for  his  defense. 
There  is  no  pardon  which  can  reach  your  judgment ;  there  is 
no  court  sitting  for  the  correction  of  your  errors,  or  for  the 
correction  of  any  slip  or  mistake  that  we  may  make  here. 
Hence  tlie  necessity  for  a  full  and  complete  preparation  at  the 
time  when  the  trial  is  had.  Upon  this,  and  with  these  few 
suggestions,  Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  motion,  and  ear- 
nestly hope  that  the  Senate  will  allow  us  the  time  that  we 
have  asked,  as  late  as  the  middle  of  May.  We  have  not  asked 
it  because  we  expected  to  get  less.  We  would  have  hoped  for 
longer  time,  but  as  we  have  been  given  to  understand  that 
there  would  be  opposition  to  that,  we  have  come  before  the 
Senate  stating  our  ease  fairly,  and  frankly  asking  for  what  we 
beBeved  that  we  needed,  but  asking  for  no  more  than  we 
believed  was  necessary  to  prepare  this  defense. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretaiy  will  read  the  motion. 

The  Secretary  read  the  motion  as  follows : 
In  the  matter  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office: 

We,  the  undersigned,  counsel  for  the  respondent,  move  the 

Court  that  the day  of  May,  next,  be  appointed  as  the  day 

for  the  respondent  to  move,  plead,  answer,  or  demur  to  the  said 
Articles  of  Impeachment,  and  submit  to  a  trial  upon  the  same. 
JOHN  B.  SHIPMAN, 
JONAS  H.  McGOWAN, 

Covnsel  for  ItespondenL 
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The  Pi-esiding  Officer — The  first  question  will  be  upon  filling 
the  blank. 

Mr.  Shipman — The  middle  of  May  Js  the  very  earliest  that  we 
could  go  to  trial.  I  did  not  state  a  definite  time,  because  I  did 
not  know  but  some  Senator  might  ha^e  a  special  objection  to 
the  day  named ;  any  day  about  that  time  will  do.  I  will  name 
then  the  15th,  if  it  he  a  proper  day. 

Mr.  Sheley— What  day  is  the  15th  of  May  ? 
Mr.  Shipman — Wednesday. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  blank  is  now  filled  by  the  counsel 
on  the  part  of  the  accused,  the  15th.  Do  the  Managers  wish 
to  be  heard  upon  this  question  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President :  The  Managers  do  not 
desire  to  take  any  undue  advantage,  and  understand,  as  a  mat- 
t«r  of  course,  that  proper  time  will  be  given  to  the  respondent 
to  prepare  to  mate  hia  defense,  but  we  are  opposed  to  the  length 
of  time  asked  for  by  counsel  for  the  respondent.  We  do  not 
think  that  the  reasons  assigned  in  the  aflBdavit  and  in  the 
argument  of  the  counsel  sufficient  to  warrant  the  Court  in 
extending  the  time  to  the  ISfch  of  May.  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Court  to  some  remarks  of  counsel  in  regard  to 
the  proceedings  had  before  the  committee,  and  say  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Edmonds  was  before  the  committee,  and 
they  took  pains  to  state  to  him  fully  and  distinctly  ail  the  evi- 
dence that  had  been  received,  before  it  was  reported  to  the  House, 
and  that  we  believe  he  was  fully  advised  of  the  charges  that  are 
brought  against  him ;  that  at  the  time  the  House  adjourned 
there  was  an  arrangement  made  by  which  he  could  take  a  copy 
of  all  the  testimony ;  it  was  left  with  Mr.  Jones,  Clerk  of  the 
House,  with  an  express  arrangement  made  by  which  he  could 


procure  a  copy  as  soon 


J  he  chose  to  do  so ;  a  time  was  also 


appointed  and  an  invitation  extended  to  him  to  be  present  at 
the  time  the  testimony  was  read  before  the  House.  He  could 
have  been  there  at  that  time,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  testi- 
mony was,  in  substance,  all  stated  to  him  before  the  time  that 
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it  was  reported  to  the  House,  and  before  the  reaolution  of 
impeachment  was  passed  by  the  House ;  and  that  being  the 
fact,  we  come  to  this  conelnsion:  that  during  the  laet  two 
weeks,  or  nearly  two  weeks  since  the  reaolution  of  impeach- 
ment was  passed,  that  he  must  have  known  what  he  was 
expected  to  answer ;  and  I  understand  that  his  counsel  was  here 
at  the  time  of  the  resolution  of  impeachment, — the  gentlemen 
that  represent  him  here  to-day  were  present  at  the  time  the 
resolution  of  impeachment  was  passed  by  the  House,  and  have 
knowledge  of  the  facts  that  are  presented  against  him  at  this 
time,  included  in  the  ai'ticles  of  impeachment,— and  that  he 
has  had  this  time  to  prepare  for  the  trial. 

I  am  glad  of  one  statement  that  is  made  by  the  eoimsel,  and 
the  Managers  all  agree  in  that  respect, — that  it  is  better,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  if  we  can  arrange  it  so  as  to  have  the  answer 
and  the  trial  proceed  at  once,  in  order  to  saye  the  expense,  or 
save  the  time  and  the  trouble  of  the  Senate  coming  here  at  two 
different  times;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  defense  can  be 
ready  to  proceed  in  ten  days  or  two  weeks  as  well  as  they  can 
to  put  the  matter  off  until  the  15th  of  May.  I  do  not  know, 
only  as  I  have  heard  indirectly,  who  the  counsel  is  that  is  not 
present,  with  whom  they  say  they  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  consult ;  hut  I  suppose  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  this 
counsel  has  been  employed  for  some  time,  and  if,  as  I  have 
beared  it  intimated,  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  they  have 
not  consulted  with  him  particularly,  and  one  of  the  i-easons 
why  they  want  this  matter  put  off  until  the  15th  of  May,  is 
because  that  counsel  is  engaged  in  court,  I  do  not  think,  if 
they  employed  him  with  the  understanding,  knowing  of  the 
fact  that  he  would  have  to  be  in  court  until  the  15th  of  May, 
that  that  is  a  good  excuse  at  all ;  because  there  were  other 
counsel  in  the  State,  no  doubt  just  as  eminent  and  competent, 
who  could  have  been  employed,  who  could  have  been  here,  and 
would  not  have  been  tied  up  in  court.  So  far  as  the  Managers 
are  concerned,  they  are  ready  to  proceed  with  the  trial,  or  can 
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be  ready  in  a  very  few  dayB,^almost  any  time,  ready  to  pro- 
ceed with  tbe  trial, — and  we  think  that  it  is  important,  not 
only  for  Mr,  Edmonds,  but  for  the  best  interests  of  the  State, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  that  this  case  be  disposed  of  just  as 
soon  as  it  can  be, — disposed  of  as  speedily  as  possible,  consistent 
with  giving  the  respondent  a  sufficient  opportunity  to  prepare 
for  his  defenss ;  and  we  believe  if  the  matter  is  continued  for 
two  weeks  that  it  will  be  ample  time,  and  all  the  time  that 
should  be  given  to  him  to  prepare.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  know  as  I  cai-e  to  say  anything  more  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  President :  Something  has  been 
said  here  with  reference  to  the  vagueness  of  these  articles  of 
impeachment  as  being  the  cause  why  time  of  rather  extraor- 
dinary length  should  be  granted  to  the  Commissioner.  It  has 
already  been  stated  by  one  of  the  Managers  here  that  the 
Commissioner  had  an  opportunity  to  know  the  character  of 
these  charges.  "Whether  he  was  aware  of  them — aware  of  them 
generally— until  last  evening  I  know  not;  but  so  fai-  as  the 
vagueness  of  these  articles  is  concerned, — so  far  as  what  they 
call  the  difficulty  of  answering  these  charges  is  concerned, — 
they  are  of  that  kind  which  every  man  should  be  prepared  to 
meet  at  once.  We  do  not  propose  here  in  there  charges  to 
attack  every  act  of  the  Commissioner's  official  career.  We  do  not 
propose  to  examine  into  every  piece  of  land  and  ask  as  to  every 
piece  which  he  has  sold  or  which  has  been  held  for  that  pur- 
pose. We  propose  only  to  attack  his  conduct  if  we  shall  have 
opportunity  under  these  articles,  as  to  these  matters  which  we 
claim  come  within  the  Articles  of  Impeachment.  He  is  as  well 
aware  as  we  are  whether  other  acts  can  be  attacked ;  and  where 
there  is  any  doubt  with  regard  to  his  conduct,  it  is  his  duty  to 
prepare,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  be  ready  to  meet  all  of 
those  weak  points  in  his  conduct  if  any  such  points  exist. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  them,  as  has  been  said,  to  travel 
all  over  the  United   States   to  know  whether  he  deposited, 
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if  he  deposited  at  all,  this  newspaper,  or  this  paper,  in  the 
postoffice,  if  he  did  deposit  it  anywhere.  We  eau  only 
find  places  and  attack  his  conduct  for  depositing  it  in  these 
indlridaal  places,  and  he  must  be  prepared  to  meet  us  at  these 
points.  He  need  not  travel  to  Mobile — he  need  not  travel  to 
New  Orleans — he  need  not  bring  anybody  from  New  York — 
to  prove  that  he  did  not  deposit  these  papers  in  those  post- 
ofBces;  but,  if  he  did  deposit  them  in  Laporte,  if  he  depos- 
ited them  in  Logansport,  if  he  deposited  them  in  Toledo,  why, 
then,  it  becomes  him  to  bring  his  witnesses  here;  these  are 
the  places  I  give  by  way  of  illustration  where  we  shall  claim 
that  he  deposited  these  papers.  So  with  regard  to  all  these 
other  articles.  He  is  as  well  aware  as  anybody,  Mr.  President, 
where  his  conduct  has  been  impeachable ;  and  he  can  prepare 
himself,  certainly,  it  seems  to  me,  within  a  short  time.  If  I,  or 
any  other  gentleman  here,  were  called  upon  to  defend  his  offi- 
cial career, — if  I  wore  called  upon  to  defend  a  general  charge 
against  me  during  the  whole  course  of  my  life,  does  any  one 
imagine  for  one  moment  that  it  would  fake  me  six  months  or 
a  year  to  bring  in  witnesses  here  who  would  cover  eveiy  single 
portion  of  my  life, — every  single  moment  of  my  existence? 
Such  is  not  the  theory  of  an  impeachment  at  all.  Such  is 
not  the  idea  which  any  person  who  stands  impeached  before  a 
body  of  this  kind  has.  They  must  come  prepared  to  protect 
their  official  career;  they  have  it  before  them  at  all  times. 
So  far  as  the  form  of  these  articles  is  concerned,  they  are 
fully  as  specific  as  they  are  in  a  great  many  cases.  I  am 
well  aware  that  in  many  instances — in  very  many  instances 
— articles  are  more  specific.  Especially  since  the  war,  it 
has  been  customary  to  draw  up  articles  of  impeachment 
in  some  such  form  as  pleadings  are  usually  drawn  in 
military  courts,  with  articles  and  specifications,  or  some- 
thing of  that  nature;  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  propriety  of 
that ;  but  so  f^r  as  the  right  that  the  counsel  of  Mr.  Edmonds 
have  to  claim  that  we  should  have  drawn  them  more  particu- 
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larly,  I  shall  deny  that  right;  if  they  insist  upon  it.  It  ia  well 
knowii  by  all  those  who  have  examined  the  English  impeaeh- 
rneut  trials,  that  their  charges,  all  throngh,  although  they  were 
of  a  eriminai  ehai-acter,  although  they  affected  the  life  and  the 
liherty  of  the  persons,  were  more  general  even  than  these ;  and 
in  those  cases  hut  very  Jittle  time  was  given — a  comparatiye 
short  time  was  given  for  the  party  to  prepare  himself  for  trial, 
and  it  was  upon  this  expi-ess  theory,  that  a  man  knows  his 
own  innocence,  and  knows  where  he  is  likely  to  he  attacked, 
for  no  court  goes  upon  the  theory  that  we  shall  produce  wit- 
nesses here,  who  will  peijure  themselves  willfally;  they  may 
be  mistaken,  hut  they  will  not  go  upon  the  theory  that  we 
will  attack  any  and  every  portion  of  his  life,  bringing  wit- 
nesses to  attack  any  and  eveiy  portion  of  his  life,  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  succeeding  in  an  impeachment.  I  certainly 
may  say  for  myself,  and  I  presume  I  may  say  for  the  Man- 
agers, that  we  have  no  desire  to  succeed  in  this  ease,  if  the 
Commissioner  is  not  guilty.  I  for  one,  should  ask  this  Court, 
nay,  I  should  implore  this  Court,  if  he  is  proven  to  he  not 
guilty,  to  aeijuit  him  unanimously ;  on  the  other  hand,  if  he 
ia  guilty,  I  hope  the  Court  will  see  that  justice  is  done.  I  do 
not  come  here  even  with  the  ordinary  professional  pride  of  an 
attorney  to  win  this  case  without  any  ground.  I  hope  that 
Mr.  Edmonds  will  establish  his  innocence;  and  in  establishing 
his  innocence  it  seems  to  me  that  he  does  not  require  a  month 
to  prepare.  So  far  as  the  counsel  is  concerned,  and  the  engage- 
ment of  counsel,  I  recognize  fully  his  right  to  employ  any 
connsel, — hia  duty  to  employ  any  counsel  whom  he  hopes  will 
defend  him  successfully ;  and  there  is  no  one  that  recognizes 
more  than  a  lawyer  the  imperative  duties  which  are  aometimes 
forced  upon  him  by  other  duties,  and  the  necessity  even  of 
some  extended  time  which  does  not  apply  to  other  business ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time  that  is  asked  here  by  Mr. 
Edmonds  is  certainly  an  unusual  time,  and  I  for  one  am 
opposed  to  granting  it.  Any  reasonable  time  I  wish  he  should 
have;  but,heyond  that  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  extend  it. 
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Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President :  One  word  in  addi- 
tion to  what  my  associates  have  said  in  regard  to  the  principles 
and  the  theory  upon  which  wo  propose  to  prosecute  this 
impeachment.  "We  miglit  as  well  develop  it  a  little  at  this 
time.  We  have  engaged  in  this  matter  with  a  ec-usciousness 
on  the  part  of  the  Managers,  and  with  a  Ml  belief,  that  the 
respondent  was  guilty ;  that  he  was  guilty  of  the  charges  con- 
tained in  the  resolntiou  of  impeachment ;  and  believing  that, 
we  entered  upon  this  dnty  with  a  determination  to  bring  all 
the  facts  before  this  tribunal,  and  have  this  tribunal  pass  upon 
those  facts.  We  have  no  desire  to  suppress  anything,  nay, 
we  want  everything  that  is  proper  to  act  upon  before  this 
Senate  brought  out,  whether  upon  the  part  of  the  People  or 
the  respondent;  but  we  are  opposed  to  this  extension  of  time, 
as  has  been  stated  and  for  the  reasons  stated,  and  in  addition 
we  are  opposed  to  it  because  we  think  it  is  not  necessary. 
The  charges  contained  in  the  first  seven  articles  here,  relate 
solely  to  his  conduct  in  office,  where  with  a  corps  of  seventeen 
clerts  he  ought  to  be  presumed  by  this  tribunal  to  know  any- 
thing and  everything  that  has  transpired  within  his  official 
term,  in  that  office ;  and  though  they  are  general,  yet  it  is 
right  in  the  shadow  of  his  office  that  we  propose  to  attack 
him.  These  clerks  are  there,  there  has  been  no  suspension 
from  office,  they  are  there  now,  and  if  the  charges  are  general 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  that  office,  the  proof  must  of  necessity 
be  specific,  and  within  his  own  hand,  by  these  men,  who,  by 
his  prerogative,  have  been  put  there.  They  are  presumed  to  be 
his  friends,  they  are  presumed  to  be  in  his  interest,  and  he 
certainly  has  the  means  within  five  minutes'  time  of  calling 
his  records,  his  clerks,  the  precedents,  and  anything  that  he 
could  be  attacked  upon,  right  before  this  Senate.  Now, 
no  much  for  that.  It  requires  no  time;  if  the  articles  are 
general,  an  answer  may  be  general ;  a  general  denial,  a  plea 
of  not  guilty,  would  make  an  issue.  In  regard  to  the  other  acts, 
all,  saving  the  mailing  of  matter  without  the  State,  are  within 
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this  Capitjil  of  the  State,  witliin  sight  of  this  building,  this 
State  Honse.  They  are  specific  enough  to  inform  the  gentle- 
man, and,  38  has  beeu  well  said  by  my  brother  Huston,  he  had 
fnll  and  intimate  knowledge  of  the  teatimony, — the  substance 
of  the  testimony.  The  damaging  part  of  the  testimony  was 
stated  to  him  minutely,  fully,  and  fairly,  before  the  report  was 
made.  He  was  invited  to  hear  it  in  the  House,  As  has  been 
well  said,  he  might  have  heard  it.  There  was  a  resolution 
passed  allowing  liim  access  to  that  testimony  after  it  was  read 
by  the  House ;  it  was  within  his  reach  and  control  continually. 
The  learned  gentlemen  who  represent  him  here  as  counsel,  I 
believe  were  present.  Compel;ent,  in  the  highest  degree,  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  that  they  have  undertaken,  they  had  all  the 
light  that  they  have  now.  If  they  have  seen  fit  to  rest  until 
the  epeciflc  articles  were  exhibited  here,  without  making  any 
preparation,  I  do  not  know  why  the  People  should  be  delayed, 
why  this  Senate  and  the  Managers  should  be  delayed  and  excuse 
that  neglect.  Ordinarily  he  would  be  presumed  to  have  made 
some  preparation  in  the  courts,  after  an  examination, — a  pre- 
liminary examination  before  the  magistrate,  I  apprehend  that 
the  conrts  of  this  State,  the  common-law  courts,  would  say 
that  a  man  was  guilty  of  laches  who  made  no  preparation, 
from  the  time  he  was  examined  and  bound  over,  until  he  wae 
arraigned  upon  the  indictment;  and  there  he  must  show 
Bpecifically  why  ho  is  not  ready, — he  must  show  the  absence  of 
material  witnesses,  of  material  testimony  that  is  beyond  his 
reach.  The  necessary  preparation  to  answer  these  articles,  I 
think,  is  the  main  ground  urged  here  on  the  part  of  the 
respondent.  They  need  time  to  answer  these  articles,  because 
they  are  general.  If  they  are  general,  they  cannot  answer 
them  specifically.  It  is  not  supposed  for  a  moment,  that  this 
respondent  is  to  be  required  to  go  over  his  whole  official  life 
and  detail  its  history,  and  say,  "This  is  .our  answer!"  The 
charges  are  general,  the  answer  may  be  eqaaHy  general.  When 
the  proof  comes,  it  may  be, — if  we  arc  allowed  to  give  proof 
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under  the  articles, — would  be  specific  and  the  proof  would  be 
within  his  reach. 

In  regard  to  these  articles  afFecting  his  private  character  as 
the  eonnse!  state,  there  is  only  one  out  of  the  State,  and  the 
gentlemen  and  the  Seuatora  here  must  know  that  he  has  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  that.  He  was  not  present  hefoi-e  the  com- 
mittee, for  no  fault  of  the  committee,  at  the  time  the  testimony 
was  taken, — it  was  because  the  gentleman  was  necessarily 
absent  from  the  State;  and  then  and  there,  at  that  time,  he 
had  full  and  intimate  knowledge  of  the  charge  here,  without 
the  State ;  he  had  better  knowledge  of  that, — he  knows  to-day, 
at  this  instant,  whether  that  is  true,  and  whether  there  is  tes- 
timony within  his  reach  to  defend  as  to  that  charge.  He  had 
knowledge  of  it,  long  before  the  Managers  or  the  House  had 
knowledge  of  it,  so  that  we  think  it  would  be  an  iiureasonable 
time  to  ask  until  the  15th  of  May  to  make  answer  to  these 
articles,  and  to  make  ready  for  trial.  In  the  form  the  resolu- 
tion is  presented,  if  we  may  be  aliowed  to  say  one  word  in 
regard  to  that,  we  believe  that  the  answer  should  be  filed — 
the  answers  to  these  articles  should  be  filed — some  days  before 
the  time  of  hearing.  If  he  is  allowed  two  weeks,  for  instance, 
to  prepare  for  the  trial,  if  the  trial  is  set  down  for  two  weeks, 
he  should,  by  the  order  of  this  tribunal,  inform  the  Managers 
by  his  answer  ten  days  or  one  week  before  the  time  of  trial, 
that  w»  may  have  some  knowledge  of  what  the  particular 
defense  set  up  is;  so  that  we  think  this  order,  whenever  the 
order  is  made,  should  i-equire  him  to  plead — to  answer  this.  If 
he  has  two  weeks  to  prepare  for  trial,  then  he  should  file  his 
answer  within,  say,  one  week,  and  serve  a  copy  upon  the 
Managers. 

We  feel  that  the  interests  and  welfare  of  this  State  are  as  well 
served  by  acquitting  an  innocent  man  as  in  a  judgment  of 
guilty  for  a  guilty  man.  We  have  uo  desire,  as  has  been  well 
said, — no  feeling  in  any  way, — but  that  substantial  justice  shall 
be  administered,  and  we  are  willing  that  ho  shall  have  a 
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reasonable  time  under  all  the  eirciimstanees,  inasmucli  as  the 
testimOBy  is  so  within  his  reach, — the  ktioivletlge  necessary  to 
prepare  is  so  within  his  own  office  and  under  his  own  control. 
He  has  not  been  suspended  from  the  functions  of  his  office. 
He  cannot  plead  here  that  he  has  not  access  to  liis  office,  and 
to  all  the  files  and  papers, — he  has  them  hero.  He  has  had 
them  ever  since  the  resolution  of  impeachment  was  intro- 
duced. That  I'esolution  of  impeachment  is  not  restricted  at 
all;  these  articles  cover  no  more  than  was  covered  by  that 
resolution ;  that  resolution  was  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office, 
— certainly  that  was  general, — for  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 
These  articles  cover  no  more  ground;  they  attempt  to  state  it 
particularly,  as  far  as  the  Managers  were  able  to  do  so,  without 
making  a  document  so  voluminous  that  it  would  tend  to 
confuse  rather  than  to  benefit 

Mr,  McGowan— I  beg  leave  to  add  a  word  to  what  my 
brother  has  already  said  in  support  of  this  motion  for  contin- 
uance. Of  course,  Mr.  President,  we  are  all  aware  that  the 
practice  in  regard  to  impeachment  cases  is  entirely  unnsettled 
in  this  State,  this  being  the  first  trial  of  the  kind ;  and  that, 
at  least  to  some  extent,  what  we  may  do  in  the  conduct  of 
this  trial,  will  become  a  precedent  hereafter ;  and  certainly  it 
would  become  us  to  go  carefully  if  we  are  to  make  precedents 
to  be  followed.  The  Senate  cannot  wish,  and  I  think  the 
People  will  hardly  ask  in  any  way,  that  there  he  any  undue 
haste,  at  least,  in  pressing  this  matter  for  trial.  The  interests 
that  are  involved  are  very  great,  not  alone  to  the  respondent, 
but  to  the  State  at  lai'ge,  and  the  request  for  a  continuance  ia 
not  to  delay  the  trial,  but  that  we  may  have  ample  time  to 
prepare  for  the  defense.  The  Honorable  Managers  have  stated 
as  matters  of  fact  some  things  that  transpired  in  the  prelimi- 
nary examination  of  this  case  before  the  committee,  that  we 
were  not  apprised  of.  We  certainly  were  unaware  that  the 
respondent  might  have  appeared  before  that  committee,  there 
to  make  a  defense,  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses  produced 
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on  the  part  of  the  complainants  or  the  committee,  or  to  hear 
the  testimony  there  taken.  Out  recollection  of  the  matter  is, 
that  the  committee  was  appointed  either  Friday  or  Saturday, 
possibly  took  some  testimony  on  Saturday  following  that.  On 
Monday,  early  in  the  morning,  the  respondent  telegraphed  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  that  ho  had  noticed  a  committee  was 
appointed  for  that  purpose,  and  would  he  glad  to  have  him 
inform  that  committee  that  he  would  come  on  the  next  train, 
and  would  he  here  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  appear 
before  them  if  consistent  with  their  rules. 

We  are  also  informed  by  the  respondent  that  on  his  return 
here  on  Monday  evening,  he  saw  one  member  of  the  committee 
and  asked  what  arrangement  had  been  made  for  the  taking  of 
testimony,  and  what  testimony  had  been  taken,  and  if  he 
would  be  allowed  to  hear  the  testimony,  or  to  appear  in  any 
capacity  before  the  committee.  He  was  informed  by  that  one 
of  the  committee  that  he  was  only  one  member,  and  that  he 
believed  the  arrangement  had  been  to  take  the  testimony  in 
secret,  hut  that  they  would  meet  the  nest  morning,  and  the 
matter  would  be  laid  before  the  committee,  and  if  auy_^such 
opportunity  was  allowed  respondent  he  would  inform  him,  and 
that  he  was  not  informed  of  the  same. 

It  is  well  known,  Mr,  President,  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  testimony  taken  before  that  committee.  It  is  said  by  the 
Honorable  Managers  that  the  respondent  was  cited  before  the 
committee  after  the  testimony  was  taken,  and  a  statement 
made  of  the  charges  contained  in  the  testimony  against  him, 
— a  full  statement  of  it.  It  will  hardly  seem  probable  that 
within  any  limited  time  that  the  respondent  may  have  been 
before  tlie  committee,  that  anybody  could  have  made  a  state- 
ment of  the  whole  of  the  testimony,  or  given  the  respondent 
any  very  full  idea  of  what  the  testimony  was,  that  occupied 
nearly  two  days  to  read.  We  are  informed  by  the  respondent 
that  he  was  before  the  committee  but  a  short  time;  that  the 
chairman  did  state  to  him,  briefly  and  succinctly,  and  as  well 
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uiidonbtedly  as  could  be  done  within  the  length  of  time,  what 
the  charges  were,  contained  in  the  testimony  against  him,  but 
the  respondent  heard  it  then  for  the  first  time,  all  condensed, 
and  did  not  get  the  copy,  whatever  the  arrangement  was,  until 
last  Monday  evening.  It  was  arranged,  between  the  Managers 
and  the  respondent,  that  he  should  have  the  privilege  of  copy- 
ing the  testimony,  but  it  was  to  be  copied  by  one  individual, 
that  individual  being  named,  and  to  be  in  the  custody  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  House.  The  testimony  was  very  voluminous,  and 
was  copied  as  rapidly  as  the  clerk  could  do  it,  working  from 
twelve  to  fourteen  hours  a  day,  and  was  only  completed  on 
Monday  last.  These  are,  as  we  understand,  the  facts  with 
regard  to  his  facilities  in  getting  an  idea  of  what  was  produced 
before  that  committee,  and  of  the  proofs  so  far  as  he  might 
gather  them  from  the  testimony  there  taken.  Now,  one  word 
with  regard  to  counsel.  While  probably  it  is  not  conclusive, 
and  should  not  be  in  a  motion  of  this  kind,  to  allow  a  respond- 
ent time  to  procure  counsel,  yet  I  think  it  is  always  taken 
into  consideration  by  courtsj  and  very  properly  so.  As  stated 
by  one  of  the  Managers,  the  respondent  is  entitled  to  a  counsel 
of  his  own  choice,  and,  if  possible,  he  should  be  granted  time 
to  secure  such. 

It  is  well  known,  Mr.  President,  that  from  the  very  earliest 
moment,  almost,  that  the  respondent  could  have  made  any 
preparation,  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  State  has  been  in 
session  with  a  long  calendar ;  that  all,  or  nearly  all,  the 
eminent  counsel  of  the  State  are  engaged  in  that  court  more 
or  less  of  their  time ;  that  counsel  is  not  procured  in  a 
minute ;  and  the  fact  is,  Mr.  President,  that  counsel  was  not 
secured  until  within  a  very  few  days.  I  disclaim  for  myself, 
as  my  worthy  brother  has  disclaimed  for  himself,  on  the  part 
of  the  respondent,  any  intention  of  criticising  the  proceedings 
of  the  committee  in  the  pi-eliminary  examination  of  this  case, 
because  I  think  they  did  according  to  the  rales  of  practice 
adopted  in  other  impeachment  cases,  as  we  have  noticed  them 
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ill  the  books,  and  I  disclaim  any  intention  of  criticisiug  the 
pleadings  in  this  case,  because  we  believe  there  is  authority 
for  making  these  pleadings  very  broad  and  generic  in  their 
form.  "We  bavo  simply  stated  these  matters  as  facts  which 
exist,  and  which  make  it  necessary  that  we  should  have  more 
time  for  an  examination  of  this  case,  and  for  preparation  for 
defense,  claiming  that  it  is  necessary,  as  we  see  it  on  a  fall 
consultation  nith  tlie  respondent,  to  prepare  his  defense  as  we 
think  it  should  be  prepared,  that  we  have  until  the  15th  of 
next  month. 

Mr.  Sbipman— Mr.  President :  If  it  would  be  in  order — 

The  Presiding  Officer — Certainly. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  wish  to  say  a  very  few  words  liere.  I  am 
not  famiJiar  with  the  practice  in  such  cases,  and  liardly  know 
when  I  am  in  order,  and  when  I  am  out. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Counsel  will  proceed  unless  there  is 
objection. 

Mr.  Shipman— Pirst,  then,  in  regard  to  these  articles,  I  did 
not  intend  to  say  thf,t  they  were  not  properly  drawn.  The 
gentlemen  who  drew  them,  the  Managers,  have,  undoubtedly, 
investigated  the  matter  carefully,  and  no  doubt  know  whether 
they  are  properly  drawn.  At  all  events  I  do  not  know  they  are 
not.  They  are  very  much  better  advised  in  regard  to  what 
they  should  contain  or  should  not,  than  1.  I  merely  stated 
the  fact  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  diffienlties 
under  which  the  respondent  had  to  labor  in  getting  his  defense 
ready,  only  that  and  nothing  more.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
proceedings  here  upon  the  impeachment,  it  is  stated  that  counsel 
for  the  respondent  was  present  at  the  time  the  impeachment 
was  directed  in  the  House,  It  is  quite  true  that  I  was  in 
town — so  fai-  as  I  am  concerned — at  the  same  time.  I  really 
had  no  more  information  of  the  matter,  however,  than  I  could 
have  obtained  from  the  newspapers.  I  did  not  see  the  testi- 
mony, nor  hear  it  read ;  I  simply  saw  the  abstracts  in  the 
newspapers  afterwards,     I  got  no  insight  into  the  case  here. 
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TrVe  are  not,  Mr.  Presideiit,  asking  time  to  get  counBel  here 
Bpecially.  We  hear  stated  that  counsel  of  the  respondent's  choice 
conld  not  be  obtained  within  a  certain  time,  but  we  do  not 
ask  more  time  on  that  account;  but  we  ask,  simply,  that  time 
that  would  be  necessary  to  enable  us  to  prepare  this  defense  in 
the  shape  in  which  the  case  is  presented  to  us.  Some  reliance 
must  be  placed,  and  some  confidence  must  be  had,  in  the 
statements  of  counsel  in  such  matters.  This  is  a  matter 
entirely  new;  and  we  cannot  be  expected  to  be  ready  in 
a  moment.  AVe  cannot  be  expected  to  be  ready  at  a  mo- 
ment's call;  and  I  state,  and  state  professionally,  and  state 
npon  my  honor,  that  I  do  not  hclieve,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case,  that  we  can  be  ready  for  trial  before 
the  middle  of  May.  If  we  go  to  trial  before  that,  we  go  in  a 
measure  defenseless ;  the  respondent  will  be  here  weaponless. 
Sarely,  this  great  proud  State  cannot  afford  to  strike  an 
unarmed  man.  The  great  masim  of  the  law  is  that  "  no  one 
shall  be  unheard  condemned,"  Not  to  give  him  a  euEBcient 
time  to  prepare,  is  to  violate,  if  not  the  letter,  at  least  the  spirit 
of  that  rule.  It  is  a  maxim  that  governs  all  judicial  tribunals, 
and  is  even  carried  into  the  private  business  and  into  the  indi- 
vidual judgments  of  life.  We  ask  simply  that ;  we  ask  noth- 
ing more  than  that.  Now,  I  say,  no  facts,  no  circumstances  are 
here  shown  why  this  matter  should  be  pressed.  The  Senate 
must  be  aware,  particularly  the  lawyers  here,  of  what  the  prac- 
tice is  in  ordinary  cases.  The  return  day  of  the  writ  is  in  the 
fnture.  We  need  not  enter  an  appearance  to  the  writ  in  a  civil 
case  until  twenty  days  after  the  return  day,  and  then  we  are 
entitled  to  tlie  charges  or  specifications,  or,  as  it  is  there  called, 
the  declaration ;  then  we  are  entitled  to  twenty  days  to  plead  to 
that,  and  beyond  that  we  are  still  entitled  to  fourteen  days' 
notice  of  trial.  This  is  the  practice  in  ordinary  cases  enforcing 
a  civil  remedy  in  the  courts.  Will  yon  give  us  less  in  a  case 
like  this  ?  And  yet  we  do  not  ask  so  much  in  this  case.  Are 
we  unreasonable  ?    These  rights  and  this  time  to  prepare  are 
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secured  to  tSie  humblest  citizen  of  the  State.  Will  they  be 
denied  to  one  whom  the  people  have  placed  in  so  high  a  posi- 
tion? We  cannot  be  ready  before.  I  beg  the  Managers  to 
remember  that ;  I  beg  Senators  to  take  tbat  into  consideration. 
We  are  not  stating  this  here  for  the  purpose  of  delay ;  but 
we  thoroughly  believe,  honestly  believe,  that  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should  have  this  time,  and  I  tmst  that  it  may  be  given 
to  us.  One  of  the  Honorable  Managers  has  here  stated  tbat  be 
wishes  our  answer  to  be  filed  in  a  week,  and  copy  served.  I 
state  that  it  is  an  utter  impossibility  for  us  to  do  it.  Still,  if 
we  can  have  a  proper  time  to  prepare  the  answer  and  to  get  ready 
for  trial,  we  will,  as  requested,  serve  a  proper  number  of  days 
in  advance  upon  them,  the  pleadings,  whatever  they  may  be. 
We  will  agree  to  do  that,  so  that  they  may  be  fully  apprised  of 
what  they  have  to  meet  when  they  come  here,  and  that  is  all 
that  we  can  do;  we  cannot  prepare  this  issue  in  an  hour,  and 
I  trust  the  Senate  will  not  ask  us  to.  It  is  said  by  one  of  the 
Managers  that  we  ought  to  know  where  we  are  likely  to  be 
attacked.  That  would  be  true  if  we  knew  the  guilty  spot; 
but  I  ask  him,  I  ask  any  honorable  gentleman,  to  say  where  he 
is  going  to  be  attacked,  when  a  broad,  general  charge  is  brought 
against  him.  If  he  knows  of  no  act,  if  he  has  done  no  act  to 
his  knowledge  by  which  he  has  wronged  any  one,  how  is  his 
attention  to  be  directed  to  the  act?  I  call  attention  to  that, 
simply  with  reference  to  the  vsigueness  of  the  charges  here, 
and  to  show  that  we  cannot  now  know  what  we  are  to  meet. 
It  is  said  hy  one  of  the  Managers  that  they  do  not  propose  to  go 
over  his  whole  life.  I  suppose  that  we  are  to  be  guided  in  this 
matter, — at  all  events  we  cannot  be  safe  without  being  guided 
and  relying  wholly  upon  the  articles  as  presented.  They  have 
claimed  the  right  to  present  the  charges  in  the  shape  they  are, 
and  we  must  be  prepared  to  meet  them  as  presented.  Now, 
Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  matter  that  will 
at  once  commend  itself  to  the  consideration  of  Senators,  with- 
out further  argument.     The  precedents  are   different   upon 
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this  matter  of  time.  It  has  been  said  that  the  time  asked  is 
extraordinary.  I  do  not  find  it  so,  that  is  in  my  reading  of 
what  few  precedents  I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  examine, 
although  I  have  had  no  opportunity  except  for  a  very  little 
investigation  yesterday  and  last  evening ;  but  I  find  that  the 
time  has  varied  from  thirty  to  sixty  days.  Some  eases  I  think 
I  can  mention  where  the  time  given  was  longer  tban  that,  and 
some  were  shorter  than  that, — shorter  than  thirty  days.  Bnt  in 
looking  over  the  cases,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  fuHy  within 
the  precedents,  but  whether  we  are  or  whether  we  are  or  not,  we 
need  this  time ;  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  prepare  and  present 
this  defense,  and  I  trust  that  the  Senate  will  grant  it,  and  give 
the  Commissioner  an  opportunity  to  make  a  full  defense  in 
this  matter.  I  ask  for  him  just  wbat  all  men  would  ask  if 
they  were  in  the  same  place;  I  ask  nothing  more  than  that, — no 
special  favors ;  I  ask  no  time  to  get  up  a  defense  nor  to  manu- 
facture evidence ;  I  ask  simply  time  to  get  ready  to  meet  the 
ease  presented, — nothing  more.  Surely  this  case  will  not  suf- 
fer on  the  part  of  the  Managers  by  waiting ;  the  witnesses  are 
all  known ;  the  iacts  are  knowu ;  the  State  cannot  suffer.  The 
power  to  prevent  any  injury  by  the  Commissioner  is  vested  in 
the  Executive.  How  can  any  one  be  injured  by  this  delay  ? 
I  submit,  Mr,  President,  and  to  the  Senate,  that  this  time 
is  not  unreasonable,  and  I  hope  that  it  may  he  allowed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  granting  the 
motion  made  by  counsel  for  the  respondent. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  move  that  the  chamber  be  cleared  for  the  pur- 
pose of  deliberation. 

The  motion  was  agi-eed  to,  and  the  Senate  Chamber  was 
cleared  of  all  persons  except  the  Senators  and  officers  of  the 
Court.  After  consultation,  the  doors  were  again  opened,  and 
the  Managers  and  counsel  for  the  respondent  took  their  places 
within  the  bar. 

The  Presiding  Officer  (to  counsel  for  respondent) — I  am 
requested  by  the  Senate  to  inform  you  that  your  motion  has 
been  denied. 
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Mr.  Ball — Mr.  President,  lias  the  decision  upon  the  motion 
been  announced  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer— It  has. 

Mr.  Bali — I  offer  the  following  resolntion  and  ask  that  the 
Secretary  read  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Send  it  to  the  Secretary's  desk. 

The  resolution  was  sent  to  the  Seeretaiy'e  desk  and  read  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  33d  day  of  ApriJ,  A.  D.  1872,  at  10  o'clock 
A.  M.,  shall  be  the  day  and  time  for  receiTing  the  answer  and 
proceeding  with  the  trial  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  counsel  wish  to  he  heard 
upon  the  motion  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  add 
much  to  what  I  have  said.  I  do  very  earnestly  hope  that  that 
resolution  will  not  pass.  "We  ask  that  an  opportunity  to  get 
ready  for  this  trial  may  be  granted  to  us.  We  cannot  be  ready 
at  that  time,  for  the  reason  I  have  before  stated.  I  earnestly 
hope  the  motion  will  not  prevail. 

I  will  state  one  further  reason,  which  is  a  personal  one.  On 
the  24th  of  April  I  have  a  case  in  the  Supreme  Court  for 
argument  on  that  day,  and  I  cannot  veiy  well  change  it. 
Counsel  from  out  of  the  State  are  against  me  ia  it,  and  I  have 
no  one  with  me.  It  is  a  ease  that  has  been  once  argued  in 
that  court,  and  a  re-argument  has  been  ordered,  and  the  judges 
have  fixed  upon  that  day,  and  it  would  very  seriously  incon- 
venience me.  Indeed  I  do  not  see  how  I  could  be  present  to 
go  on  with  the  trial  at  that  time.  This  is  aside  from  the  other 
reasons.  I  hope  the  motion  will  not  prevail.  Would  the  res- 
olution offered  be  subject  to  amendment  by  me  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Perhaps  it  would  be  subject  to 
amendment  by  some  Senator. 

Mr.  Randall — I  would  ask  leave  to  make  the  following 
amendment:  I  move  to  amend  by  striking  out  the  figures 
"  23d,"  and  inserting  the  figures  '■  -SOth.'' 
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The  resolution  was  sent  to  the  Secretary's  desk  and  read. 

Mr.  Ritndall — Mr.  President,  I  did  not  expect  to  take  any 
part  in  the  argument  of  this  question — 

The  Presiding  Officer — Debate  is  not  in  order.  Do  the 
Managers  wish  to  be  heard  upon  this  ?  If  not,  tlie  question  ia 
upon  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  resolution  as  amended 
was  passed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — What  is  the  further  pleasure  of  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  desire  to  offer  a  resolution  asking 
for  an  order — the  resolution  is  now  being  prepared — an  order 
to  be  made  by  the  Court,  for  taking  the  depositions  of  some 
witnesses  that  reside  out  of  the  State,  and  the  resolution  will 
be  ready  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  Briggs — If  it  is  in  order  at  the  present  time,  I  have  a 
resolution  that  I  will  offer. 

The  Presiding  OSicer — There  is  a  motion  pending  that  is 
being  prepared. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  have  the  resolution  prepared  now. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  motion. 

The  Secretary  read  the  motion,  providing  that  an  order  be 
issued  for  the  taking  of  the  depositions  of  such  witnesses  as 
reside  out  of  tlie  State,  and  whose  attendance  could  not  be 
procured  by  the  process  of  the  Court,  such  depositions  to  be 
taken  before  any  officer  competent  to  administer  oaths  in  the 
State  where  such  depositions  are  taken. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— The  Managers  would  offer  that  as 
a  soggeation  to  provide  for  any  necessity  that  might  arise  in 
the  case ;  and  perhaps  we  might  add  with  that  a  suggestion 
that  perhaps  it  might  be  made  one  of  the  standing  rules  of 
the  committee,  so  as  to  apply  to  the  respondent  as  well.  Per- 
haps it  should  be  a  general  rule  by  which  we  might  act.  Per- 
haps it  had  better  be  prepared  by  the  committee — the  order ; 
but  there  should  be  a  rule  of  that  nature  in  the  case. 
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Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  we  will  do  everything  in  our 
power  to  facilitate  the  taking  of  testimony  out  of  the  State;  we 
will  stipulate  at  any  moment  if  we  can  aid  them  by  doing  so. 
We  shall  throw  no  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  Managers  to 
prevent  their  taking  testunony  out  of  the  State,  but  I  would 
simply  snggest  that  it  would  be  proper,  and  even  necessary, 
that  there  should  be  a  provision  incorporated  in  the  order  in 
relation  to  giving  notice  to  the  other  side,  so  that  they  might 
have  an  opportunity  to  attend  and  cross-examine.  I  do  not 
know  but  that  the  rule  provides  for  that,  and  I  simply  made  the 
suggestion.  At  any  time,  however,  if  they  will  signify  their 
intention  or  desire  to  take  testimony  out  of  the  State,  we  will 
do  all  in  our  power  to  facilitate  them  in  so  doing. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— I  supposed  that  if  this  resolution 
was  adopted,  that  the  Court  would  fix  the  order,  and  I  merely 
arise  to  say,  that  in  case  it  is  provided  in  the  order  that  notice 
shall  be  given  to  the  respondent's  counsel,  or  should  they  desire 
to  take  depositions  that  notice  should  he  given  to  us,  that 
notice  necessarily  must  be  short,  in  order  that  the  depositions 
may  be  taken  between  this  and  the  30th.  Of  course,  if  we  are 
going  through  the  usual  form  of  settling  interogatories  and 
giving  notice,  that  notice  must  necessarily  be  short. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  would  ask  the  Manager  if  he  proposes  to  take 
this  testimony  before  an  issue  is  joined  here. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Well,  I  suppose  that  it  might  be 
taken, — at  least,  if  the  counsel  proposes  to  do  as  suggested  by 
Mr.  Shipman,  that  it  might  be  taken, — even  before  the  answer 
is  filed.  I  know  that  would  not  be  regular  in  court ;  but,  as  I 
understand,  from  the  counsel  for  the  respondent,  that  they  pro- 
pose to  be  ready  for  trial  at  the  time  this  cause  was  adjourned 
to  for  trial — to  answer  and  also  to  be  ready  for  trial ;  and, 
under  those  circumstances,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  might  take 
the  testimony  of  such  witnesses  as  could  not  be  procured. 
There  is  a  witness  who  resides  some  distance  from  here,  whose 
10 
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testimony  ive  shall  desire  to  take,  and,  in  order  to  do  that,  there 
cannot  be  much  time  used  in  the  way  of  giving  notice. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  ia  upon  the  motion 
made  by  Manager  Huston.   Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ? 
Mr.  Oravath — Has  that  been  amended  so  as  to  include — 
The   Presiding  Officer — There    has    been  no   amendment 
■offered. 

Mr.  Wheeler — Is  that  resolution  intended  as  the  oi'der  itself, 
or  that  the  order  shall  be  made  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — As  it  stands  now,  if  it  is  carried, 
it  would  be  the  order  itself.  I  would  suggest  that  it  needs 
remodeling  somewhat,  and  should  be  withdrawn  and  perhaps 
offered  by  a  member  of  the  Court,  and  become  incorporated  as 
one  of  the  rules  However,  I  merely  make  that  suggestion.  The 
question  is  upon  the  adoption  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Waterbnry-— Would  not  it  be  well  to  have  it  referred  to 
i\  committee  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer— There  can  be  no  reference.  Wo  have 
no  committees. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — It  was  not  the  intention  in  offering, 
the  resolution  that  it  should  be  the  order.  It  was  merely 
intended  as  a  motion,  asking  that  the  Court  make  a  proper 
order  to  accomplish  the  object  set  forth  in  the  resolution. 
That  was  the  intention. 

The  Presiding  Officer — ^Tho  question  is  upon  the  motion. 
Those  in  favor  will,  as  their  names  are  called,  say  Aye ;  those 
opposed  will  say  No.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr,  Cravath  (when  his  name  was  called)^In  the  present 
shape  I  vote  No. 

Mr,  Barber  (when  bia  name  was  called) — On  account  of  the 
fonn  of  the  order  I  vote  No. 

Mr,  Jenks  (when  his  name  was  called) — As  I  understand 
it,  it  would  not  accomplish  what  was  desired,  and  I  vote  No. 

The  motion  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Eandall — If  the  matter  is  in  proper  form  I  would  move 
a  reconsideration. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  thirteenth 
moves  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by  which  the  motion  waa 
carried.  Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ?  Those  in  favor 
will  say  Aye;  those  opposed.  No.  The  Ayes  have  it,  and  the 
motion  is  carried. 

Mr.  Randall — I  now  move  that  the  motion  be  laid  upon  t!ie 
table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  agreed  to, 

Mr,  Wheeler — I  move  that  we  take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock. 

Mr.  Sheley — I  hope  that  motion  will  not  prevail.  I  move  to 
amend,  making  it  half-past  one. 

The  Presiding  Officer  declared  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  adjourned  until  half-past  one  o'clock,  and 
vacated  the  Chair. 


Fridaij,  P.  M.,  April  12, 1872. 

The  Presiding  Officer  entered  the  Chamber  at  half-past  one 
o'clock  and  called  the  Senate  to  order.  The  Managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  and  the  respondent  and  his  counsel,  soon 
after  entered  and  took  the  seats  assigned  them. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll  and  announced  a  quorum  of 
the  Senate  present. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President,  the  Managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  have  prepared  in  form  the  order,  the 
substance  of  which  was  before  the  Senate  before  its  reeess,  and 
beg  leave  to  ask  the  adoption  of  it  in  substance. 

The  Secretary  read  the  order,  as  follows : 

Ordered,  That  the  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be 
allowed  to  take  the  testimony  of  any  person  or  persons  being 
or  residing  out  of  this  State,  before  any  officer  or  person  in 
such  other  State  authorized  to  administer  oaths;  and  such 
testimony  shall  be  reduced  to  writing,  signed  by  the  witness, 
and  duly  certified  by  the  ofiicer  or  person  taking  the  same,  and 
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returned,  by  mail  or  otherwise,  sealed,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate ;  and  the  same,  when  so  taken,  certified,  and  returned, 
may  be  read  in  evidence  on  the  trial  of  this  case,  with  the 
like  force  and  effect  as  if  the  wituesses  examined  were  person- 
ally present;  and  the  party  so  taking  the  same  shall  give  the 
opposite  counsel  two  days'  notice  by  mail,  in  writing,  of  the 
time,  place,  and  name  of  the  person  or  persons  to  be  examined, 
when  and  where  said  counsel  may  appear  and  cross-examine 
said  witness  if  they  see  fit ;  and  such  cross-examination  shall 
at  the  same  time  and  in  like  manner  be  taken,  retiirued,  and 
used  in  evidence  as  aforesaid. 

Mr.  Eomeyn— I  move  the  adoption  of  the  order. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  First  moves 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution.  Have  the  counsel  anything  to 
say? 

Mr.  Shipmau — Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear  that  the  order 
gave  the  right  to  the  respondent  to  take  depositions  out  of  the 
State;  I  was  not  listening  very  closely  to  the  reading  of  it. 

The  Secretary  again  read  the  order. 

Mr,  Shipman — Would  they  not  so  amend  it  so  as  to  give 
either  party  the  right  to  take  testimony  out  of  the  State  by 
giving  notice  to  the  other  party. 

Mr.  Grosvenor — I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  will  offer  the  following  amendment,  which 
has  been  agreed  to  by  the  Managers: 

Ordered,  That  either  party  be  allowed  to  take  the  testimony 
of  any  person  or  persons  being  or  residing  out  of  this  State, 
before  any  officer  or  person  in  such  other  State  atithorized  to 
administer  oaths;  and  such  testimony  shall  be  reduced  to 
writing,  signed  by  the  witness,  and  duly  certified  by  the  officer 
or  person  taking  the  same,  and  returned  by  mail  or  otherwise, 
sealed,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate;  and  the  same  when  so 
taken,  certified,  and  returned,  may  be  read  in  evidence  on  the 
trial  of  this  case,  with  the  like  force  and  eflfect  as  if  the  wit- 
nesses examined  were  personally  present ;  and  ttie  party  so  tak- 
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ing  the  same  shall  give  the  opposite  counsel  two  days'  notice 
by  mail,  in  writing,  of  the  time,  place,  and  name  of  the  person 
or  persons  to  be  examined,  when  and  where  said  counsel  may 
appear  and  cross-examine  said  witness  if  tliey  see  fit,  and  such 
cross-examination  shall,  at  the  same  time,  and  in  like  manner, 
be  taken,  returned,  and  used  in  evidence  as  aforesaid. 

Mr.  Romejn — I  move  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  as  one 
of  the  standing  orders  of  the  Courts 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Presiding  Officer — What  is  the  further  pleasure  of  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr.  Briggs — I  have  a  resolution  that  I  desire  to  offer. 

The  resolntion  was  sent  to  the  Secretary's  desk  and  read,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  instructed  to 
order  printed  one  thousand  copies  of  the  daily  journals  of 
the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  court  of  impeachment  for  the  trial  of 
Charles  A.  Edmonds ;  and  one  thousand  copies  of  the  "  Im- 
peachment Proceedings,"  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  move  to  strike  out  the  figures  "one  thou- 
sand" and  insert  "three  hundred." 

Mr.  Briggs — Mr.  President:  I  would  say  that  I  originally 
drew  the  resolution  with  the  intention  of  only  having  three 
hundred,  but  at  the  suggestion  of  several  Senators  around  me, 
I  altered  it  to  one  thousand.  I  believe  under  the  rule  adopted 
by  the  Senate  it  was  resolved  that  these  proceedings  should  be 
forwarded  to  each  member  of  the  House  during  the  progress 
of  the  trial,  daily,  and  to  the  newspapers,  and  in  order  to  meet 
the  necessary  demand,  it  was  thought  it  would  require  at  least 
that  number. 

The  motion  to  strike  ou  t  "  one  thousand  "  and  insert  "  three 
hundred"  was  agreed  to. 

Mr,  Wood — I  move  an  amendment,  making  it  live  hundred. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  resolution  as  amended, 
adopted. 
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Mr.  Wlieeler — Mr.  President,  I  have  a  series  of  resolutions 
here,  that  I  desire  to  offer  at  this  time,  in  order  that  the  Sen- 
ate, when  it  again  convenes,  may  not  be  delayed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  will  send  his  resolutions 
to  the  Secretary's  table, 

The  Secretary  w-ad  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  he  and  he  is 
hereby  anthorized  to  appoint  four  messenger  boys  to  be  em- 
ployed in  the  Senate,  sitting  for  the  trial  of  an  impeachment, 
whose  compensation  shall  be  two  dollars  per  day  each,  and 
mileage  at  the  rate  of  ten  cents  per  mile  coming  from  and 
retnniing  to  their  places  of  residence  by  the  ordinary  traveled 
routes. 

Mr.  "Waterbary — I  tbinls  we  had  better  amend  thai.  I  thiiili 
two  is  enough  to  be  bothered  with. 

The  Presidiiig  Oflieer— Will  the  Senator  reduce  his  motion 
to  writing. 

Mr.  Wheeler — At  the  suggestion  of  members,  it  was  thought 
that  the  Managers  would  need  one,  the  respondent  one,  and 
that  two  would  be  required  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Secretary,  Of  course  I  desire  to  make  it  as  low  as  possible, 
but  there  is  a  great  deal  of  running  to  do. 

Mr;  Cravath — I  move  that  the  Secretary  be  allowed  one.  I 
think  that  ho  should  be. 

The  Presiding  Officer — That  includes  one  for  the  Secretai-y. 
Does  the  Senator  from  tlie  Twenty-fifth  insist  upon  his  motion 
to  amend  ? 

Mr.  Waterbnry — Yes,  sir.    I  have  made  it  to  insert  there. 

The  Secretary  read  the  amendment,  striking  out  the  word 
"four"  and  inserting  the  word  "three." 

The  motion  to  amend  was  lost  and  the  resolution  in  its  orig- 
inal shape  adopted. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-sev- 
enth sends  to  the  Secretary's  table  the  following  resolution. 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 
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Resolved,  That  Henry  Seymour  be  and  lie  is  hereby  ap- 
pointed Sei^eant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate,  sitting  for  the  trial  of 

an  impeachment,  whose  compensation  shall  be dollars 

per  day,  and  trareling  expenses,  while  serving  process,  and 
mileage  at  the  rate  of  ten  cents  per  mile  coming  fmm  and 
returning  to  hia  place  of  residence  by  the  ordinary  traveled 
route;  and  the  said  Seymour  is  hereby  authorized  to  appoint 
an  Assistant  Sergeant-at-Arma,  ivhosn  compensation  shall  be 
three  dollars  per  day,  and  the  same  mileage  and  traveling 
expenses  as  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  two  Assistant  Sergeaots- 
at-Arms,  to  be  designated  by  the  Honorable  Managers,  whose 
duty  it  shall  be  to  serve  such  process  as  may  bo  -placed  in 
their  hands  for  such  purpose,  with  like  compensation  as  herein 
provided  for  the  other  assistants. 

Mr.  Ball — I  move  that  the  blank  be  filled  l>y  tlie  sum  of  five 
dollars  per  day. 

Mr.  Wheeler — 1  move  tu  fill  the  blank  by  inserting  the  word 
"  four." 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  the  highest 
sum. 

The  motion  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  word  "five"  was  lost. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  now  is  upon  filling  the 
blank  with  the  word  "four." 

The  motion  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  woivl  "four"  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  resolution  adopted. 

The  Presiding  Office — The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-seventh 
offers  the  following  resolution. 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  G.  F,  Hitchcock  and  Henry  F.  Walcb,  who 
have  been  duly  elected  Stenographers  to  the  Senate,  sitting  as 
a  Court  of  Impeachment  for  the  trial  of  Oharlea  A.  Edmonds, 
receive  as  a  compensation  the  sum  of  — — -  dollars  per  day. 

Mr.  Alexander — I  move  it  be  filled  with  five  dollars  apiece. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  move  to  amend  by  inserting  seven. 

Mr.  Sheley — I  would  like  to  inquire  whether  they  are  to 
draw  pay  during  the  recess. 
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Mr.  Wheeler — My  idea  was  for  the  actual  attendance. 

Mr.  Alexander — When  I  made  the  motion  to  fill  it  with  five, 
I  had  in  Tiew  the  eighteen  days'  recess,  and  perhaps  eighteen 
more  hefore  we  get  throngii  with  the  trial. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  would  like  to  he  informed,  by  some  parties 
that  know,  what  the  usual  price  is.  It  is  something  that  I 
know  nothing  ah  out,  whatever. 

The  Presiding  Officer — So  far  as  I  know,  iu  proceedings  in 
court  it  is  not  less  than  ten  dollars  per  day,  sometimes  more. 

Mr.  Cravath — Then  taking  tlic  time  we  shall  have  a  vaca- 
tion, probahly  five  dollars  will  be  a  fair  compensation. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted,  to 
pay  these  men  what  it  is  worth. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  withdraw  the  resolution  for  the  present. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-seventh 
offers  the  following: 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  Bernard  Eice  he  and  he  is  hereby  appointed 
fireman  of  the  Senate  sitting  for  the  trial  of  an  impeachment, 

whose  compensation  shall  be dollars  per  day,  and  the 

same  mileage  as  provided  for  members  of  the  Senate. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  filling  the 
blank. 

A  number  of  Senators — Three  dollars  a  day. 

Mr.  Alexander— I  move  to  amend,  making  it  four  dollars. 

Mr.  Jenks — I  move  that  it  be  left  until  we  get  through,  and 
then  pay  him  what  it  is  worth. 

The  motion  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  word  "  four  "  was  lost, 
and  the  blank  filled  with  the  word  "  three,"  aud-the  reaolution 


Mr.  Wheeler — I  offer  the  following  resolution : 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  compensation  of  Henry  S.  Sleeper,  Sec- 
tary of  the  Senate  sitting  for  the  trial  of  an  impeachment,  be 
and  the  same  is  hereby  fixed  at  the  sum  of  five  dollars  per  day, 
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and  the  esme  mileage  as  provided  for  the  members  of  the 
Senate. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Sheley — I  move  that  we  take  a  recess  until  the  30th  of 
AprD. 

Mr.  Shipman — Will  the  gentleman  withdraw  that  for  a 
moment;  I  wish  to  inquire  whether  any  proyision  has  been 
made  for  compelling  the  attendance  of  witnesses  on  the  part 
of  the  respondent,  and  whether  it  is  the  diity  of  any  officer  to 
serve  such  process  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  eal!  the  attention  of  connBel  to 
Rule  21,  which  provides  as  follows  : 

Form  of  Bubposna  to  be  issued  on  the  application  of  the 
Managers  of  the  impeachment,  or  of  the  party  impeached,  or 
of  hie  counsel : 
In  the  name  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan  : 

To ,  greeting : 

You,  and  each  of  yon,  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear 

before  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan  on  the day  of 

,  at  the  Senate  chamber,  in  the  city  of  Lansing,  then 

and  there  to  testify  yonf  knowledge  in  the  cause  which  is 
before  the  Senate,  in  which  the  House  of  Representatives  have 
impeached . 

Fail  not. 

Witness, ,  and  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate, 

at  the  city  of  Lansing,  this day  of ,  in  the  year  of 

our  Lord . 

Mr.  Sheley — I  renew  my  motion  to  take  a  recess  until  the 
30th  of  this  month. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — A  question  was  just  asked  me  and 
I  am  unable  to  answer  it ;  I  am  not  familiar  with  these  rules 
— whether  it  is  necessary  that  the  Assistant  Sergeant-at  Arms 
shall  be  swoia  in,  and  if  so,  whether  it  is  necessary  before  the 
Senate  adjourn. 

The  Presiding  Ofiicer^If  it  is  necessary  that  he  take  the 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


83  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

constitutional  oath,  he  can  do  it  if  we  are  not  in  aeasion.  The 
qaegtion  is  upon  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  the  Piret. 

Mr,  Wood — I  rise  to  a  question  of  order :  whether  we  can 
take  a  receea — whether  we  must  not  adjourn  from  day  to  day 
until  that  time. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Senator  mean  adjourn  from 
day  to  day  until  that  time,  or  adjourn  until  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Wood — Adjourn — 

Mr,  Cravath — I  would  inquire  if  the  resolution  adopted  did 
not  provide  for  an  adjournment  until  the  30th  of  April. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Rule  2d  la : 

II,  Upon  such  articles  being  presented  to  the  Senate,  the 
Senate  shall  forthwith  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  such 
articles,  and  shall  continue  in  session  from  day  to  day  (Sun- 
days excepted)  after  the  trial  shall  commence  (unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Senate),  until  final  judgment  shall  be  rendered. 

That  is  the  only  thing  in  that  in  regard  to  the  rule. 

Mr.  Komeyn  (in  his  seat) — ^A  recess  is  safe  anyway. 

Mr,  Wheeler — It  seems  to  me  it  is  rather  anomalous.  I 
understand  that  a  recess  is  an  interyal  of  a  short  time  in  the 
daily  proceedings.  I  do  not  understand  that  this  Court,  being 
such,  can  take  a  recess  to  that  day.  If  so,  it  is  new  in  the  his- 
tory of  preliminary  proceedings  to  me.  I  think  under  t!ie  act, 
we  should  adjourn  to  that  time.  My  idea  of  a  recess,  as  applied 
to  these  proceedings,  is  an  interval  of  a  short  time. 

Mr.  Moffatt  (interrupting) — What  is  a  short  time, — fifteen 
minutes  or  two  hours? 

Mr.  Wheeler — It  don't  make  any  difierence. 

Mr.  Cravathh — I  would  inquire  if  the  words  "  unless  other- 
wise ordered  "  do  not  include  the  power  to  adjoiirn,  or  to  take 
a  recess,  or  to  do  anything  else  in  that  line, 

Mr.  Shele)'— I  think  it  is  safer  to  take  a  recess, — much  safer 
than  to  adjourn.  I  think  we  could  take  a  recess  for  two  hours, 
two  days,  or  two  weeks. 

Mr.  Wheeler — In  order  to  prevent  any  question  being  raised 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  83 

by  the  Managera  or  reapondent'a  counsel,  I  will  make  a  motiou 
that  we  adjonm  until  ten  o'clock  of  the  30th  of  April. 

Mr,  Sheley — I  would  like  to  know  the  difference  between 
adjourning  and  taking  a  recess. 

The  Presiding  OEBcer — The  motion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  the  Twenty- seventh  has  the  precedence  oyer  that  of  the 
Senator  from  the  Second.  The  motion  before  the  Senate  is, 
to  adjourn  until  the  30th  day  of  April  at  ten  o'clock. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  was  agreed  to. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Impeachment,  is  now  adjourned  until  the  30th  day  of  April 
at  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon. 


Tuesday,  A.  M.,  April  SO. 

The  President  pro  iem.  called  the  Senate  to  order  at  ten 
minutes  past  ten  o'clock. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  make 
proclamation. 

The  Sergeant-at-arms — Hear  ye!  hear  ye!  hear  ye!  All  per- 
sons are  commanded  to  keep  silence  while  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  Michigan  is  sitting  for  the  trial  of  the  articles  of 
impeachment  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
against  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Land  Commissioner. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Messrs.  Ball,  Begole,  Bennett,  Briggs,  Gay,  Jenks,  Mann, 
Neasraith,  Price,  Prutzman,  Putnam,  Romeyn,  Sheley,  Storrs, 
"Waterbury,  Wheeler,  White,  Wilcos,  President  ^ro  tern. 

Mr.  Romeyn — Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  several  Senators 
are  now  in  the  chamber,  who  were  not  present  at  the  time  of 
the  taking  of  the  oath  at  the  first  session  of  this  Court. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — The  Seaators  wlio  have  not  been 
sworn  in  will  step  forward,  and  I  will  administer  to  them  the 
oath. 

Senators  Bennett,  White,  and  Wilcox  came  forward  and 
took  the  oath. 

The  Presiding  Officer — ^I  have  received  the  following  com- 
munication, which  the  Secretary  will  read. 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

Lansiitg,  April  30th,  1872. 

Senator  Emerson : — I  ask  leave  of  absence  for  myself  for  an 
inde6nitB  time,  on  account  of  sickness. 

I.  M.  CRAVATH, 
per  Mrs.  Oravatit. 

Mr.  Sheley — I  move  that  leave  of  absence  be  granted ; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Secretary  read  the  following  commanication : 

COLDWATEE,  Mich.,  April  26, 1872. 
ffon,  P.  H.  Emerson,  President  pro  iem.  of  tlie  Senate  : 

Dear  Sib  : — Ever  since  the  Sanday  night  after  the  adjourn- 
ment, our  constant  attention  has  been  required  by  one  of  onr 
little  girls,  who  for  many  days  has  lain  at  the  point  of  deatli 
with  the  terrible  and  relentless  spotted  fever.  Some  of  her 
symptoms  are  better,  but  her  disease  continues,  and  the  final 
result  is  still  very  doubtfuL  I  cannot  leave  her,  at  her  present 
condition.  I  respectfully  and  urgently  ask  the  Senate  to  grant 
me  an  indefinite  leave  of  absence,  and  will  go  to  Lansing  as 
soon  as  it  shall  be  safe  to  do  so.  I  regret  very  much  that  I 
have  to  ask  leave  of  absence  from  this  important  State  trial, 
and  hope  I  may  soon  be  able  to  join  you. 
Yours  truly, 

C.  D.  RANDALL. 

Mr.  Waterbury — I  move  that  leave  be  granted; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Secretary  read  the  following  communieation: 
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Veehontville,  Mich.,  April  29,  1872. 
Hon  P.  H.  Emerson,  Pres.  pro  tern.,  Senate : 

Deab  Sir: — Am  just  home  from  New  York,  and  find  it 

impossible  to  leave  to-day  for  Lansing;  will  leiie  to-morrow 

(Tuesday),  and  be  present  at  earliest  esercisea  of  Wednesday 

A.  M.    I  will  read  up  the  testimony,  if  any  is  taken,  Tuesday, 

Trusting  my  excuse  for  Tuesday  will  be  sufticient,  I  am 

Very  truly  yours, 

HOMER  G.  BARBER. 
Mr.  Briggs — I  move  that  he  have  leave  of  obsence  for  the 
day; 
Which  motion  prevailed. 
The  Secretary  read  the  following  communication : 

Grand  RAriDS,  April  29,  ISTS. 
Hon.  P.  H.  Emerson,  President  of  the  Senate : 

Dear  Sir: — On  account  of  the  very  severe  and  protracted 
illness  of  my  son,  George,  I  shall  not  be  able  to  be  pressnt  to- 
morrovr  at  the  opening  of  the  impeachment  trial.  If  not  able 
to  report  for  duty  in  a  few  days  {if  the  Senate  so  direct),  I  will 
present  my  resignation. 

Very  truly  yours, 

HENRY  SEYMOUR, 

Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Ball — Mr.  President :  I  desire  to  state  in  reference  to 

Mr.  Seymour,  that  he  has  a  very  sick  boy,  and  he  has  been 

obliged  to  be  up  with  him  constantly  for  some  time,  and  he 

would  like  indefinite  leave  of  absence,  and  report  here  aa  soon 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  you  make  that  motion  ? 

Mr.  Ball— I  do. 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Presiding  OflScer — What  is  the  further  pleasure  of  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr,  Eomeym — If  it  be  now  in  order  I  move  that  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be  directed  to  notify  the  respondent  and  his 
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connBel  that  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment, 
are  ready  to'proceed  to  trial. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — If  there  be  no  objection,  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  will  bo  notify  them. 

The  Sergeant-at-Anns  presently  returned  and  announced 
that  the  reepondenfand  his  counsel  Trere  at  the  bar  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Conduct  them  to  the  seats  assigned 
them. 

The  respondent  and  his  counsel,  Messrs.  Shipman  and 
McGowan,  were  conducted  to  the  seats  assigned  them  within 
the  bar. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Are  counsel  for  the  respondent  ready 
to  file  their  answer  ? 

Mr.  Shipman— Mr.  President,  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
submit  a  resolution  which  I  will  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  motion,  as  follows  : 
In  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  sitting  as  a  Court 

of  Impeachment. 

The  State  op  Michigait 

vs. 

Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

Commissioner  of  tJie  Stale  Land  Office : 

Whereas,  The  House  of  Representatives  has  the  sole  power 
of  impeaching  civil  officers ;  and 

Whereas,  It  does  not  appear  that  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment, presented  against  the  respondent  in  this  case,  have  been 
agreed  to  or  adopted  by  the  House,  but  it  does  appear  they 
were  not ;  therefore,  on  motion  of  the  counsel  for  the  respond- 
ent, it  is 

Ordered,  Tliat  the  articles  and  these  proceedings  be  dis- 
missed, and  the  Senate  take  no  further  jurisdiction  of  the  case. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  counsel  wish  to  be  heard  upon 
the  resolution  ? 
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Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President:  Connsel  for  the  resjwndent 
desire  to  be  beard  on  the  resolution.  I  desire  to  state,  also, 
that  ii  will  be  impossible  to  present  it  within  the  time  allowed 
by  the  mie, — the  thirty  minutes  allowed  by  the  rule, — and  I 
should  therefore  aek  more  time  than  that  to  get  it  before  the 
Senate  in  a  proper  shape. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — If  there  be  no  objection,  time  will  be 
allowed  counsel. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — I  understand  this  offer  made  by  counsel  for 
the  reepondent  that  has  just  been  read,  to  be  in  the  form  of  a 
resolntion.  I  ask  for  information,  sir,  whether  that  is  a  proper 
form  in  which  a  plea  of  this  sort  can  come  before  the  Senate 
for  consideration.  If  so,  I  will  move  the  adoption  of  the  reso- 
lution for  the  purpose  of  having  it  before  the  Senate;  if  it  is 
filed  as  a  plea,  I  suppose  they  will  hear  it  in  that  way. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  that 
the  respondent  or  the  Honorable  Managers,  any  of  them,  have 
a  right  to  make  a  motion  to  the  Court.  We  could  not  deny 
them  that  right. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — That  is  the  very  point,  sir, — whether  this  was 
resolution  or  a  motion  ;  I  understand  it  to  be  in  the  form  of  a 
resolution. 

Mr.  Shipman  amended  bis  resolution  so  that  it  should  appear 
as  a  motion. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Are  counsel  for  the  respondent  ready 
to  proceed  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 
Counsel  for  the  respondent  hesitate  very  much  about  making 
this  motion  ;  it  is  a  motion  that  will  dispose  entirely  of  the 
impeachment  matter.  The  respondent  himself,  in  his  letter 
to  the  House,  reported  by  tlie  committee  to  the  House  and 
there  read,  requested  that  a  full  investigation  be  made  of  the 
matters  charged  against  him,  and  he  made  that  request  in 
good  faith.  He  wished  such  an  examination, — he  desires  it 
now,  and  this  motion  will  prevent  the  accomplishment  of  that 
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end.  Hence,  as  counsel  for  him,  we  hesitate  about  making  it ; 
but  as  we  loolt  at  it,  counsel  have  a  duty  to  perform  to  the 
court  or  the  tribunal  before  which  they  are  trying  a  case,  as  well 
as  to  their  client.  We  understand  it  to  bo  the  duty  of  counsel 
always  to  iuform  the  court  of  any  questions  arising  in  the  case, 
at  whatever  stage  they  may  arise,  which  would  oust  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court,  and  thereby  save  the  expense  and  troiible 
of  a  long  and  tedious  trial  or  investigation,  whatever  the  pro- 
ceeding may  be.  It  is  the  duty  of  counsel  at  once  to  do  it. 
Now,  the  question  which  is  involved  here  is  one  that  we  must 
carry  along  through  the  case.  I*  cannot  be  waived,  because 
it  is  a  constitutional  question,  and  a  question  of  jurisdiction. 
It  goes  to  the  foundation  of  the  whole  proceeding,  and  we 
cannot  investigate  this  matter  thoroughly,  as  we  necessarily 
must,  without  it  suggesting  itself  to  your  minds  if  we  should 
not  raise  it ;  and  if  it  should  suggest  itseif  at  any  stage  of  the 
proceedings,  you  would  hardly  excuse  counsel  for  the  respond- 
ent for  not  raising  it  before.  Counsel  also  have  their  duty,  as 
citizens,  to  perform.  Wlienever  an  attempt  is  made  to  violate 
the  organic  law  of  the  laud,  we  consider  it  the  duty  of  all  men, 
counsel  or  otherwise,  as  citizens,  at  once  to  raise  the  question. 
Whenever  au  assault  is  made  upon  the  Constitution  it  is  the 
duty  of  all  men  to  rally  to  its  defense  whenever  and  wherever 
it  may  be  made.  As  citizens  and  as  counsel  it  is  our  duty 
e  to  raise  this  question  now  and  at  once,  that  the  pro- 
;  may  not  become  a  precedent. 
Again,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Senate  to  have  the  question 
raised  now,  for  if  they  have  no  jurisdiction  of  the  case  it  would 
be  unseemly  that  they  should  usurp  it.  It,  then,  is  the  duty 
of  all  parties,  as  it  seems  to  us,  to  have  this  question  settled 
now.  It  is  one  that  never  can  be  waived.  Should  you  proceed 
until  you  reach  the  end  of  this  investigation,  or  trial,  and 
finally  determine  that  the  respondent  was  guilty  of  any  of  the 
offenses  charged  in  the  articles,  no  judgment  could  be  pro- 
nounced against  him,  because  this  question  would  confront  you. 
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You  cannot  pronounce  a  judgment  where  you  have  no  jurisdic- 
tion, and  a  naotion  in  arrest  of  judgment  after  a  verdict  against 
him,  would  again  present  this  question.  So  we  consider  that 
we  are  doing  out  duty,  and  only  our  duty  to  the  Senate  and 
to  all  parties,  as  well  as  to  the  respondent,  in  raising  the  ques- 
tion now,  whatever  may  be  his  wishes.  We,  of  course,  sympa- 
thize with  him,  wish  him  to  have  a  trial,  and  wish  to  have 
him  declared,  as  we  believe  he  will  be,  guiltless  of  the  charges 
preferred  against  him.  But  this  is  not  a  tribunal  sitting  for 
the  purpose  of  accommodating  any  man,  nor  is  it  an  investi- 
gating committee :  It  is  a  court,  the  highest  tribunal  in  the 
State,  and  its  powers  can  only  be  invoked  in  a  certain  way, 
and  that  way  ia  laid  down  and  specified  in  the  Constitution. 
An  attempt  to  do  it  in  any  other  way  is  a  failure,— should  be 
a  failure. 

And,  Mr.  President,  if  it  is  proper  that  the  Senate  should 
consider  the  effect  of  allowing  this  motion,  that  they  may  be 
relieved  from  all  embarrassment  as  to  its  effect  on  the  inter- 
ests of  the  State,  I  will  call  attention  to  Section  8  of  Article  12 
of  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  an  amendment  which  was 
adopted,  I  think,  in  1862 : 

"The  Governor  shall  have  power,  and  it  shall  be  his  duty, 
except  at  such  time  as  the  Legislature  may  be  in  session,  to 
examine  into  the  condition  and  administration  of  any  public 
office  and  the  acts  of  any  public  officer,  elective  or  appointed; 
to  remove  from  office  for  gross  neglect  of  duty,  or  for  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  or  any  misfeasance  or  malfeasance  therein, 
either  of  the  following  State  officers,  to  wit:  The  Attorney 
Genera],  State  Treasurer,  Commissioner  of  the  Ijand  Office, 
Secretary  of  State,  Auditor  General,  Superintendent  of  Public 
Instruction,  or  members  of  the  State  Board  of  Education,  or 
any  other  officer  of  the  State,  except  legislative  and  judicial, 
elective  or  appointed,  and  to  appoint  a  successor  for  the 
remainder  of  their  respective  unexpired  term  of  office,  and 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


90  TBIAL  OF  CHARIJiS  A.  EDMONDS. 

report  the  cauees  of  such  remuval  to  the  Legislature  at  its 
next  aessiOD." 

So  that  full  power  is  given  the  Executive  to  investigate  the 
matter,  and  see  that  no  injnrj  is  done  to  the  State  by  an 
officer  who  ought  not  to  remain  in  office. 

If  this  motion  should  be  granted, — if,  by  reason  of  the  mis- 
take of  the  House,  we  should  be  denied  that  investigation 
which  the  respondent  in  good  faith  requested,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  respondent  to  at  once  request  the  Executive  to 
have  an  examination  made  of  these  charges.  He  has  full 
power — plenary  power  in  the  matter — to  esanriue  it  fully,  and 
at  TCry  much  less  expense  to  the  State,  so  that  Senators  need 
not  be  apprehensive  in  regard  to  public  interest  in  the  matter; 
the  State  will  be  safe. 

These,  of  course,  are  considerations  which  ought  not  to  be 
given  much  weight  by  the  Senate,  upon  a  qnestion  of  this 
kind,  the  only  matter  which  should  address  itself  to  the 
consideration  of  Senators  being,  What  does  the  Constitution 
require  in  the  case  ?  And  having  ascertained  that,  absolute 
obedience  is  demanded  of  all  men,  Senators  included. 

I  will  now  call  attention  to  the  Constitution  of  this  State 
upon  tlie  subject  of  impeachment.  The  power  of  the  House, 
the  power  of  the  Senate,  the  duty  of  the  Managers,  all  are 
specifically  provided  for  in  that  Constitution,  and  the  powers 
therein  laid  down  to  be  exercised  by  these  several  bodies.  It 
is  an  elementary  principle,  that  power  can  only  be  exercised 
by  the  body  upon  whom  it  is  conferred.  There  is  no  authority 
in  the  world  that  can  exercise  the  powers  that  are  there  given 
to  the  House,  or  there  given  to  the  Senate,  or  there  given  to 
the  Managers. 

Article  XII.,  Section  1,  is  ae  follows : 

"The  House  of  Representatives  shall  have  the  sole  power  of 
impeaching  civil  officers  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office  or  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors;  but  a  majority  of  tlie  members 
elected  shall  be  necessary  to  direct  an  impeaclimeut." 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  91 

The  House,  theD,  are  given  the  sole  power  of  impeaching 
civil  officers.  The  words  are  exclusive.  Every  other  tribunal 
or  body  is  exelnded;  no  one  can  interfere  with  Us  exerciser 

Section  2  provides — 

"  Every  impeachment  shall  i>e  tried  by  the  Senate,  When 
the  Governor  or  Lieutenant  Governor  is  tried,  the  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  preside.  When  an  impeach- 
ment is  directed,  the  Senate  shall  take  an  oath  or  affirmatiou 
tmly  and  impartially  to  try  and  determine  the  same  according 
to  the  evidence.  No  person  shall  be  convicted  without  the 
concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  elected.  Judgment, 
in  case  of  impeachment,  shall  not  extend  further  than  removal 
from  office,  but  the  party  convicted  shall  be  liable  to  punish- 
ment according  to  law." 

Section  3  provides  that : 

"  When  an  impeachment  is  directed,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  elect,  from  their  own  body,  three  members, 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  prosecute  such  impeachment.  No 
such  impeachment  shall  be  tried  until  the  final  adjournment 
of  the  Legislature,  when  the  Senate  shall  proceed  to  try  the 
same." 

Those  are  the  provisions  to  which  I  now  call  attention. 

The  question  that  we  are  examining,  then,  is,  as  to  the  power 
of  the  House,  and  their  duty  in  the  matter,  because  unless  the 
House  have  proceeded  to  get  this  matter  before  the  Senate  in 
the  way  required  by  the  Constitution,  there  is  no  jurisdiction 
and  the  case  must  go  down.  If  you  have  not  jurisdiction,  it 
is  simply  a  usurpation  of  power  to  retain  the  case. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  similar,  as  to  the 
method  of  procedure  and  the  powers  to  be  exercised  by  each 
body. 

Article  1,  Section  3,  Subdivision  5,  is: 

'•  The  House  of  Representatives  shall  choose  their  Speaker, 
and  other  officers,  and  shall  have  the  sole  power  of  impeach- 
ment." 
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Section  3,  Subdivision  6 : 

"The  Senate  shall  have  sole  power  to  try  all  impeachments. 
When  Bitting  for  that  purpose,  they  shall  be  on  oath  or  afiBr- 
mation.  When  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  tried,  the 
Chief  Justice  shall  preside ;  and  no  persoii  shall  be  convicted 
without  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the  members 
present." 

The  Managers  are  not  provided  for  expressly  by  that  Con- 
stitution, but  it  is  the  usual  method  of  procedure  in  Buch 
cases  to  appoint  them  and  they  do  it. 

For  what  an  impeachment  is,  I  would  refer  to  Bouvier^  taw 
Dictionary,  vol.  1,  page  608. 

"Impeachment.  Constitution,  law,  punishments.  Under 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  an  impeachment  may 
be  described  to  be  a  written  accusation,  by  the  House  of  Eep- 
resentatives  of  the  United  States  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  against  an  ofBcer. 

"  The  presentment,  or  written  accusation,  is  cailed  articles 
of  impeachment." 

That,  then,  is  the  meaning  of  the  impeachment  proceedings. 
T^he  House  must  accuse;  nobody  else  can  accuse.  Written 
articles  of  impeachment  must  be  found  by  the  House,  con- 
taining charges  and  specifications,  adopted  by  them,  and  their 
authentication  must  appear  upon  them;  and  those  are  the 
articles  upon  which  the  officer  is  to  be  arraigned  in  the  Senate 
^nd  tried. 

Impeachment  is  a  mode  of  trial.  The  Constitution  adopts 
it  as  a  method  of  procedure  by  which  to  try  oflSciai  crimes. 
For  this  I  cit«  Bayard  on  the  Constitution,  116.  This  method 
was  known  and  settled  long  before  our  Constitution  was 
adopted,  and  hence  becomes  a  part  of  the  Constitution  itself, 
the  rule  being  that  when  foreign  statutes  are  adopted  into  our 
legislation,  a  long  and  settled  construction  and  practice  under 
these  statutes  has  been  considered  as  silently  incorporated  into 
the  acts.    Sedgwick  on  Statutes,  page  262,  says: 
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"III  regard  to  the  word  'robbery,'  need  in  an  act  of  the 
United  Stid«e,  Mr.  Justice  Waahmgfcon  has  said:  'If  a  statute 
of  the  United  States  uses  a  technical  term  which  is  known, 
and  its  meaning  fnlly  ascertained  by  the  common  or  civil  law, 
from  one  or  the  other  of  which  it  is  obviously  borrowed,  no 
donbt  can  exist  that  it  is  necessary  to  refer  to  the  source 
whence  it  is  taken  for  its  precise  meaning.' " 

The  same  volame,  at  page  430,  says : 

"Connected  with  this  subject,  another  and  very  interesting 
question  has  arisen,  which  is,  whether  the  interpretation  of 
foreign  laws  is  a  question  for  the  jury  or  for  the  court.  In 
some  cases  it  has  been  intimated  that  the  interpretation  of  for- 
eign law  is  malter  of  fact  for  the  jury.  'This  question  in  such 
a  ease,'  says  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ohio,  '  is  not  what  is  the 
just  and  true  interpretation,  but  what  is  the  actual  interpreta- 
tion of  the  statute  by  the  foreign  tribunal.  It  is  a  matter 
of  fact.'  In  the  case  in  Massachusetts,  turning  on  the  con- 
struction of  a  statute  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  the  statute  itself 
was  proven,  and  the  depositions  of  eminent  lawyers  in  that 
State,  relating  to  the  construction  given  there  to  the  statute 
in  question,  was  also  read,  and  the  court  was  requested  to 
decide  what  was  the  law  of  Georgia  in  regard  to  the  matter  in 
hand ;  but  the  application  was  denied,  and  it  was  held  to  be  a 
matter  of  fact,  for  the  jury  to  decide,  as  to  what  had  been  the 
construction  given  by  the  courts  in  the  State  of  Georgia  to  the 
statute  before  them.  But,  on  the  contrary,  it  has  been 
expressly  decided  in  Pennsylvania  and  Alabama  that  the 
interpretation  of  a  foreign  statute  belongs  to  the  court." 

But  whether  it  be  »  question  of  fact,  or  a  question  of  law, 
the  Mithorities  all  agree  that  the  meaning  giyen  the  terms  used 
by  the  foreign  tribunal  is  adopted  as  a  part  of  the  law. 

It  is  well  known  that  this  proceeding  came  from  the  British 
Parliament,  and  I  shall  endeavor  to  show  directly  its  meaning 
there.  Upon  this  question,  I  wish  also  to  cite  Rawle  on  the 
Constitution,  pages  209  and  210.    Eeferring  to  this  clause  in 
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the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  "  The  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  have  the  sole  power  of  impeachments,"  and 
the  third  aection  of  the  same  article,  "The  Senate  shall  have 
the  sole  power  to  try  all  impeachmenta,"  he  says ; 

"Impeachments  are  thus  introduced  a^  a  known  definite 
term,  and  we  must  have  recourse  to  the  common  law  of 
England  for  the  definition  of  them. 

"In  England  the  practice  of  impeachment  by  the  House  of 
Commons  before  the  House  of  Lords,  has  existed  from  very 
ancient  times.  Its  foundation  is,  that  a  subject,  intrusted 
with  the  administration  of  public  affairs,  may  sometimes 
infringe  the  rights  of  the  people  and  be  guilty  of  such  crimes 
as  the  ordinary  magistrates  either  dare  not  or  cannot  punish. 
Of  these,  the  representatives  of  the  people,  or  House  of  Com- 
mons, cannot  judge,  because  they  and  their  constituents  are 
the  persons  injured,  and  can  therefore  only  accuse." 

1  Story  on  the  Constitution,  Sections  40i  and  405,  reads  as 
follows  : 

"  Sec.  404.  These  elementary  explanations  furnish  little  room 
for  controversy;  but  they  may  neverthelessa  aid  us  in  making 
a  closer  practical  application  when  we  arrive  at  more  definite 
rules." 

"  Sec.  405.  In  construing  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  we  are,  in  the  first  instance,  to  consider  what  are  its 
nature  and  objects,  its  scope  and  design,  as  apparent  from  the 
structure  of  the  instrument,  viewed  as  a  whole,  and  also  viewed 
in  its  component  parts.  Where  its  words  are  plain,  clear, 
and  determined,  they  require  no  interpretation ;  and  it  should, 
therefore,  be  admitted,  if  at  all,  with  great  caution,  and  only 
from  necessity,  either  to  escape  some  absurd  consequence  or  to 
guard  against  some  fatal  evil.  When  the  words  admit  of  two 
senses,  each  of  which  is  conformable  to  common  usage,  that 
sense  is  to  he  adopted,  which,  without  departing  from  the  hteral 
import  of  the  words,  best  harmonizes  with  the  nature  and 
objects,  the  scope  and  design,  of  the  instrument.    When  the 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  95 

words  are  unambiguous,  but  the  provision  may  cover  more  or 
less  ground,  according  to  the  intention,  which  is  yet  subject  to 
conjecture ;  or  when  it  may  include  in  its  general  terms  more 
or  less  than  might  seem  dictated  by  the  general  design,  as  that 
may  be  gathered  from  other  parts  of  the  instrument,  there  ia 
much  more  room  for  controversy;  and  the  argument  from 
inconvenience  will  probably  have  different  influences  upon  dif- 
ferent minds.  Whenever  such  questions  arise,  they  will  prob- 
ably be  settled  each  upon  its  own  peculiar  grounds ;  and  when- 
ever it  is  a  question  of  power,  it  should  be  approached  with 
infinite  caution,  and  affirmed  only  upon  the  most  persuasive 
reasons.  In  examining  the  Constitution,  the  antecedent  situa- 
tion of  the  country,  and  its  institutions,  the  existence  and  ope- 
rations of  the  State  governments,  the  powers  and  operations 
of  the  confederation,  in  short,  all  the  circumstances  which  had 
a  tendency  to  produce  or  to  obstruct  its  formation  and 
ratification,  deserve  a  careful  attention.  Much,  also,  may  be 
gathered  from  contempoi"ary  history  and  contemporary  inter- 
pretation, to  aid  us  in  just  conclusions." 

Cooley's  Constitutional  Limitations,  59 :  "Bat  it  must  not 
be  forgotten,  in  construing  our  Constitutions,  that  in  many 
particulars  they  are  bat  illegitimate  successors  of  the  great 
charters  of  English  liberty,  whose  provisions,  declaratory  of 
the  rights  of  the  subject,  have  acquired  a  well-understood 
meaning,  which  the  people  must  be  supposed  to  have  had  in 
view  in  adopting  them.  We  cannot  understand  these  provis- 
ions unless  we  understand  their  history ;  and  when  we  find 
them  expressed  in  technical  words,  and  words  of  art,  we  must 
suppose  those  words  to  be  employed  in  their  technical  sense. 
When  the  Constitution  speaks  of  an  ex  post  facto  law  it  means 
a  law  technically  tnown  by  that  designation ;  the  meaning  of 
the  phrase  having  become  defined  in  the  history  of  constitu- 
tional law,  and  being  so  familiar  to  the  people  that  it  is  not 
•f  to  employ  language  of  a  more  popular  character  to 
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designate  it.  The  technical  sense  in  these  cases  is  the  sense 
popularly  understood,  because  that  ie  the  sense  fixed  upon  the 
words  in  legal  and  constitutional  history  where  they  have  teen 
employed  for  the  protection  of  popular  rights." 

We  mast  then  go  to  the  source  from  whence  this  proceeding 
cornea  and  ascertain  the  method  of  procedure  before  the  Con- 
stitution was  adopted ;  for  the  people  were  inventing  out  no 
new  method, — they  were  simply  adopting  an  old  one. 

May's  Parliamentary  Practice,  645  to  648:  "It  rests,  there- 
fore, with  the  House  of  Commons  to  determine  when  an 
impeachment  should  be  instituted.  A  member  in  his  place 
first  charges  the  accused  of  high  treason,  or  of  certain  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  after  supporting  his  charge 
with  proofs,  moyes  that  he  be  impeached.  If  the  House  decree 
the  ground  of  accusation  sufficient,  and  agree  to  the  motion, 
the  member  is  ordered  to  go  to  the  Lords,  'and  at  their  bar  in 
the  name  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  all  the  Commons 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  to  impeaoh  the  accused;  and  to 
acquaint  them  that  this  House  will  in  due  time  exhibit  partic- 
ular articles  against  him,  and  make  good  the  same.'  The  mem- 
ber, accompanied  by  several  others,  proceeds  to  the  bar  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  impeaches  the  accused  accordingly. 

"In  the  ease  of  Warren  Hastings,  articles  of  impeachment 
had  been  prepared  before  his  formal  impeachment  at  the  bar 
of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  the  usual  course  has  been  to  pre- 
pare them  afterwards." 

I  apprehend  it  is  quite  immaterial  whether  they  are  prepared 
before  or  afterwards.  That  is  a  question  of  practice.  "A 
committee  is  appointed  to  draw  up  the  articles,  and  on  their 
report  the  articles  are  discussed,  and,  when  agreed  to"  [that  is, 
agreed  to  in  the  House  of  Commons, — not  agreed  to  by  the 
Managers,  nor  agreed  to  by  a  committee]  "are  engrossed  and 
delivered  to  the  Lords,  with  a  saving  clause  to  provide  that  the 
Commons  shall  be  at  liberty  to  exhibit  further  articles  from 
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time  to  time.  The  accused  sends  answers  to  each  article, 
which,  together  with  all  writings  delivered  in  by  him,  are 
communicated  to  the  CommoBS  by  the  Lords ;  and,  to  these, 
replications  ace  returned,  if  necessary," 

Now,  that  is  the  method  adopted.  After  the  Senate  is 
informed  that  the  House  have  directed  an  impeachment,  and 
so  report  to  the  House,  a  committee  is  usually  appointed, 
although  it  may  be  the  Managers,  who  are  directed  to  draw 
articles  of  impeachment  and  present  them  to  the  House. 
Upon  their  receipt  by  the  House,  the  House  go  into  committee 
of  the  whole  upon  the  articles  reported.  Each  article  is  dis- 
cussed separately;  sometimes  they  are  amended,  sometimes 
they  are  added  to,  sometimes  an  article  is  stricken  out,  and, 
finally,  the  committee  report  them  back  to  the  House.  Upon 
their  adoption  they  are  engrossed,  usually  signed  by  the 
Speaker,  and  certified  by  the  Clerk,  and  the  Managers  are  then 
directed  to  take  them  and  present  then)  to  the  Senate. 

However,  we  raise  no  technical  questions.  We  do  not  care 
whether  they  are  signed  by  the  Speaker  or  by  the  Managers, 
Our  objection  is  that  the  charges  in  these  articles  have  not 
been  settled  and  adopted  by  the  House.  That  should  have 
been  done,  for  the  House  have  the  sole  power  to  accuse  the 
respondent  at  this  bar.  It  is  usual,  then,  after  the  respondent 
shall  have  answered, — I  say  usual,  I  can  find  no  precedent  to 
the  contrary, — for  the  Managers  to  report  his  answer  to  the 
House,  and  for  the  House  to  agree  upon  a  replication  to  be  filed. 
I  can  find  no  authority  even  for  the  Managers  to  file  the  repli- 
cation. That  is  a  matter  that  does  not  arise  here,  however,  at 
the  present  time;  and  I  refer  to  it  only  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  whole  power  belongs  to  the  House.  I  will 
read  the  balance  of  these  proceedings  through,  to  show  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons, — that  they  control  and 
guide  the  whole  proceedings : 

"The  Lords  appoint  a  day  for  the  trial,  and  in  the  meau- 
13 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


t)8  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

time  the  Commons  appoint  Managers  to  prepare  evidence,  and 
conduct  the  proceedings,  and  desire  the  Lords  to  summon  all 
witnesses  ivho  are  required  to  prove  the  charges.  The  accused 
may  have  summonses  issDcd  for  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
on  hia  behalf,  and  is  entitled  to  make  full  defense  by  counsel. 
"  The  trial  has  usually  been  held  in  Westminster  Hall,  which 
has  heen  fitted  up  for  that  purpose.  In  the  case  of  peers 
impeached  for  high  treason,  the  House  of  Lords  is  presided 
over  by  the  Lord  High  Steward,  who  is  appointed  by  the  Crown 
on  the  address  of  their  Lordships;  but  at  other  times  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  Lord  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Commons  attend  the  trial  as  a  committee  of  the  whole  House  " 
[Necessarily  that  need  not  be  done  under  our  Constitution, 
although  it  is  only  a  question  of  practice,  because  no  impeach- 
ment cau  he  tried  until  after  the  adjournment  of  the  Legisla- 
ture; and  for  ihat  reason,  possibly,  the  praetiee  of  the  House 
filing  a  replication  might  be  considered  as  abrogated  by  the 
Constitution,  although  I  douht  it,  because  I  doubt  the  right  of 
the  Legislature,  or  at  least  its  propriety,  to  adjourn  until  after 
the  issue  is  formed  by  filing  replication,  if  it  is  intended  to 
proceed  to  the  trial  of  the  matter.  No  trial  can  be  had  until 
the  Legislature  shall  have  adjourned.  Bat  in  forming  the 
issue,  the  House  should  be  here],  "when  the  Managers  make 
their  charges,  aud  adduce  evidence  in  support  of  them ;  but 
they  are  hound  to  confine  themselves  to  charges  contained  iu 
the  articles  of  impeachment.  Mr,  Warren  Hastings  com- 
plained by  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  that  matters 
of  accusation  had  been  added  to  those  originally  laid  to  his 
charge,  and  the  House  resolved  that  certain  words  ought  not 
to  have  been  spoken  by  Mr.  Burke.  When  the  case  has  been 
completed  by  the  Managers,  they  are  answered  by  the  counsel 
for  the  accused,  by  whom  witnesses  are  also  examined,  if  nec- 
essary; and,  in  conclusion,  the  Managers,  as  in  other  trials, 
have  been  allowed  a  right  of  reply. 
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When  the  case  is  thus  concluded,  the  Lords  proceed  to 
determine  whether  the  accused  be  guilty  of  the  crimes  with 
which  he  has  been  charged.  The  Lord  High  Steward  puts  to 
each  peer,  beginning  with  the  junior  baron,  the  question  upon 
the  first  article,  whether  the  accused  be  guilty  of  the  crimes 
charged  therein.  Each  peer  in  succession  rises  in  bis  place 
when  the  question  is  put,  and  standing  nncovered,  and  laying 
his  right  hand  upon  his  breast,  answers,  "Gfuilty,"  or  "Not 
guilty,"  as  the  case  may  be,  "  upon  my  honor."  Each  article 
is  proceeded  with  separately,  in  the  same  manner,  the  Lord 
High  Steward  giring  his  own  opinion  last.  The  numbers  are 
then  cast  up,  and,  being  ascertained,  are  declared  by  the  Lord 
High  Stoward  to  the  Lords,  and  the  accused  is  acquainted  with 
the  result. 

If  the  accused  be  declared  not  guilty,  the  impeachment  is 
dismissed ;  if  guilty,  it  is  for  the  Commons,  in  the  first  place, 
to  demand  judgment  of  the  Lords  against  him;  and  they 
would  protest  against  any  judgment  being  pronounced  until 
they  had  demanded  it.  On  the  17th  of  March,  1715,  the  Com- 
mons resolved,  nem.  con.,  in  the  impeachment  of  the  Earl  of 
Winton — 

"That  the  Managers  for  the  Commons  be  empowered,  in 
case  the  House  of  Lords  shall  proceed  to  judgmeut  before  the 
isame  is  demanded  by  the  Commons,  to  insist  upon  it  that  it  is 
not  parliamentary  for  their  Lordships  to  give  judgment  until 
the  same  be  first  demanded  by  this  House." 

A  similar  resolution  was  agreed  to  on  the  impeachment  of 
Lord  Lovat,  in  1746. 

When  judgment  is  to  be  given,  the  Loi-ds  send  a  message  to 
acquaint  the  Commons  that  their  Lordships  are  ready  to  pro- 
ceed further  upon  the  impeachment;  the  Managers  attend; 
and  the  accused,  being  called  to  the  bar,  is  then  permitted  to 
offer  matLers  in  arrest  of  judgment.  Jndgmeiit  is  afterwards 
demanded  by  the  Speaker  in  the  name  of  the  Commons,  and 
pronounced  by  the  Lord  High  Steward,  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
or  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
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The  ueeessity  of  demanding  judgment  gives  the  Commons 
the  power  of  pardoning  the  accused  after  he  has  heen  found 
gnilty  by  the  Ijords ;  and  in  this  manner  an  attempt  was  made 
in  1825  to  save  the  Earl  of  Macclesfield  from  the  conseqiieuces 
of  an  impeachment  after  he  had  been  found  guilty  by  the 
\inanimoas  judgment  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Thus  the  practice  is  clearly  defined,  as  I  have  said,  and  thus 
the  power  of  the  House  is  seen  to  he  absolute, — to  control  and 
manage  it  in  all  stages  of  the  proceeding,  to  prosecute,  to  with- 
draw, or  not  demand  a  judgment  in  the  end.  It  is  for  them  to 
determine  whether  the  accused  shall  be  held  to  answer  or  not, 
and,  in  the  end,  whether  he  shall  be  punished  or  not.  How 
much  of  the  latter  part  of  that  practice  in  regard  to  pronounc- 
ing judgment  may  have  been  abrogated  by  our  Constitution,  I 
do  not  now  state;  I  do  not  now  go  into  the  question. 

Gushing  on  the  Law  and  Practice  of  Legislative  Assemblies, 
3541-2550,  says : 

"  In  this  proceeding  the  Commons  are  said  to  act  as  the  grand 
inquest  of  the  whole  Kingdom  in  iniestigiting  tht  oubjict  of 
a  supposed  oflense  and  in  agrening  upon  md  drawing  up  the 
articles  of  impeichment  While  engig  d  m  this  piehminaiv 
step,  the  Commons  proceed  m  the  sime  manntr  and  upon  tht 
same  evidence  as  m  lelation  to  the  ordiniry  matters  of  legis 
lation.  According  to  the  usual  practice  a  member,  m  his 
place,  first  charges  the  iccused  inth  high  treason,  or  some 
other  high  cnme  oi  mi=!d>.meanor  and  after  supporting  his 
charges  with  proofs,  moves  that  the  person  thus  implicated  be 
impeached.  If  the  House  deems  the  grounds  of  accusation 
suiScient,  and  agrees  to  the  motion,  the  member  by  whom  it 
was  made  is  ordered  to  go  to  the  Lords,  '  and  at  their  bar,  in 
the  name  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  all  the  Commons 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  to  impeach  the  accused,  and  to 
acquaint  them  that  this  House  will,  in  due  time,  exhibit  par- 
ticular articles  against  him,  and  make  good  the  same.'  The 
member,  thereupon,  accompanied  by  as  many  others  as  arc 
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necessary  to  go  with  a  message,  proceeds  to  the  bar  of  the 
Honae  of  Lords,  and  impeaches  the  accused  accordingly. 

"The  articles  of  impeachment  have  usually  been  prepared 
after  the  formal  impeachment  above  described,  though  in  the 
case  of  Warren  Hastings  it  was  otherwise. 

"  A  committee  is  appointed  to  draw  up  the  articles,  who  pi-o- 
ceed  accordingly,  and  on  their  report  the  articles  are  consid- 
ered ;  when  agreed  to,  they  are  engrossed  and  delivered  to  the 
Lords,  with  a  saving  clause,  providing  that  the  Commons  shall 
be  at  liberty,  if  they  think  proper,  to  exhibit  further  articles 
from  time  to  time. 

"Upon  the  formal  impeachment  at  the  bar  of  the  Lords,  if 
the  accused  is  a  peeer,  he  is  attached  or  restrained  in  custody, 
by  order  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  if  a  commoner,  he  is  taken 
into  custody  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  attending  the  Commons, 
by  whom  he  is  delivered  fco.the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Rod,  in  whose  custody  he  remains,  unless  he  is  admitted  to 
hail  by  the  House  of  Lords,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  by  its 
order. 

"Copies  of  the  articles  of  impeachment  are  furnished  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  to  the  accused,  who  answers  each  of  them 
in  writing,  and  copies  of  all  such  answers  are  communicated 
by  the  Lords,  to  the  Commons,  who  return  replications  to  the 
same,  if  necessary. 

"The  Lords  appoint  a  day  for  the  trial,  and,  in  the  mean 
time,  the  Commons  appoint  Managers  to  prepare  evidence  and 
conduct  the  proceedings.  The  witnesses,  necessary  to  prove 
the  charges,  are  summoned  by  the  Lords,  at  the  request  of  the 
Commons.  The  accused  may  have  summonses  issued,  for  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  on  his  behalf,  in  the  same  manner. 
He  is  also  entitled  to  he  fully  heard  in  defense  by  counsel. 
When  the  House  of  Lords  is  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeach- 
ment, for  the  trial  of  a  peer  impeached  of  high  treason,  one  of 
them  is  appointed  by  the  Crown,  on  the  address  of  the  House, 
to  preside  during  the  trial,  Lord  High  Steward.  On  other 
occasions  the  Chancellor,  or  Speaker  for  the  time  being,  pre- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


103  TEIAL  OF  CHAELES  A.  EDMONDS. 

sides.  The  trial  of  an  impeachment  has  usually  taken  place 
in  "Westminsher  Hall,  which  has  been  temporarily  fitted  up  for 
that  purpose.  When  this  is  the  case,  the  Lords  proceed  each 
day,  in,  a  body,  from  their  own  House  to  the  place  of  trial, 
where  they  remain  whilst  the  trial  is  proceeding. 

"When  the  sitting  for  the  day  is  brought  to  a  close,  they 
return  in  the  same  manner.  If,  during  the  progress  of  the 
trial,  any  question  arises  which  it  is  necessary  to  consider  and 
decide,  the  Lords  withdraw  for  that  purpose  to  their  usual 
place  of  sitting,  and  there  consider  and  determine  the  matter 
in  question  in  the  same  manner  as  any  other  subject.  When 
it  has  come  to  a  decision  it  returns  to  the  place  of  trial  and 
makes  the  decision  known,  by  its  presiding  officer. 

"  The  House  of  Commons  prosecutes  an  impeachment  by  the 
agency  of  Managers  preriously  appointed  for  the  purpose  from 
among  their  own  members.  The  Managers  exercise  the  ordi- 
nary functions  of  counsel,  and  open  the  case,  and  examine 
witnesses  to  sustain  t!ie  charges,  in  tlie  same  manner  as  on  the 
trial  of  an  indictment.  When  the  case  has  been  concluded 
on  the  part  of  the  prosecution,  the  Managers  for  the  Commons 
are  answered  by  the  counsel  for  the  accused,  who  also  call  and 
examine  witnesses  for  the  defense,  if  they  think  proper, 
according  to  the  usual  course  of  criminal  praceediugs. 

"When  the  case  for  the  defense  is  closed,  the  Managers  have 
the  right  to  reply.  The  House  of  Commons  proceeds  to  the 
place  of  trial,  and  there  attends,  in  a  body,  each  day,  during 
the  trial,  as  a  committee  of  the  whole,  and  returns  to  its  House 
in  the  same  manner.  In  the  performance  of  their  several 
daties,  both  the  Managers  for  the  Commons  and  the  counsel 
for  the  accused  are  subject  to  the  direction  and  supervision  of 
the  court,  and  are  bound  to  conform  to  the  rules  of  proceed- 
ing which  are  observed  in  other  judicial  tribunals.  The  Man- 
agers for  the  Commons  are  bound  to  confine  themselves  to  the 
charges  contained  in  the  articles  of  impeachment. 

"  When  the  cause  is  concluded  on  both  sides,  the  Lords  with- 
draw to  their  own  House,  and  there  agree  upon  the  quostionrv 
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to  be  put,  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  accused  ia  guilty 
ornot  guilty.  When  the  questions  are  agreed  upon,  which 
may  not  be  the  case  under  some  days,  the  Lords  proceed  again 
to  the  place  of  trial,  and  there,  in  the  presence  of  the  accused, 
and  of  the  House  of  Commons,  each  member  of  the  court, 
beginning  with  the  lowest  in  rank,  is  interrogated,  iu  the  man- 
ner agreed  upon,  by  the  Lord  High  Steward.  The  peers  suc- 
cessively rise  in  their  places,  as  the  questions  are  put,  and 
standing  uncovered  and  laying  their  light  hands  upon  their 
breasts,  answer  'Guilty,'  or  'Not  guilty,'  as  the  case  may  l>e, 
'upon  my  honor.'  The  Lord  High  Steward,  or  other  presiding 
officer,  if  a  peer,  then  gives  his  own  opinion,  and  proceeds  to 
ascertain  the  result.  The  numbers  being  east  up  and  ascer- 
tained, are  stated  by  the  presiding  officer  to  the  Lords,  and 
then  the  accused  is  acquainted  with  the  result.  The  Lords 
then  withdraw  to  their  House  and  agree  to  a  i-esolution  accord- 
ingly, which  is  entered  on  their  journals.  If  tlie  accused  is 
found  guilty,  they  also  agree  upon  tlie  Judgment  to  be  I'endere^l 
against  him. 

"If  the  accnsed  is  declared  not  guilty,  the  impeachment  is 
dismissed ;  bat  if  guilty,  it  then  remains  for  the  Commons  to 
demand  judgment  against  him  if  they  thinlt  proper.  But  as 
the  Commons  commence  a  prosecution  by  impeachment  at 
their  own  will  and  pleasure,  so  they  may  proceed  with  it  or 
not,  or  suspend  their  proceedings  at  any  stage,  as  they  please. 
It  is  in  their  power,  therefore,  after  a  conviction,  to  refi-ani 
from  demanding  judgment  against  the  accused,  and  thus,  in 
effect,  to  estend  a  pardon  to  him.  Without  such  demand  the 
Lords  cannot  proceed  to  pronounce  judgment." 

That  is  the  practice,  then,  in  England,  from  which  this 
proceeding  was  taken.  It  has  been  the  practice  there  for  cen- 
turies,— how  many  hundred  years,  I  do  not  now  remember, — 
but  a  well-known,  well-settled  practice ;  the  dnty  of  the 
Lords  as  well  as  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  authority 
of  the  Managers  being  known  and  clearly  established  by  law. 
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This  proceeding  has  been  adopted  as  Bomewhat  analagous 
to  the  proceedings  upon  indictment,  when  it  was  the  rule  that 
no  party  shoald  be  held  to  answer  for  a  crime  except  upon 
the  presentment  and  indictment  of  the  grand  jury.  The  grand 
jury  were  to  investigate  the  offense, — they  were  to  find  the 
offense,  and  the  bill  found  by  them  was  to  be  certified  to  the 
court.  To  mate  a  valid  indictment,  four  things  were  neces- 
sary: first,  it  must  appear  that  it  was  presented  to  some  court 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  offense  charged;  second,  that  it 
appear  to  have  been  found  by  a  grand  jury  of  the  proper 
county  or  district;  third,  that  it  be  a  true  bill,  and  signed  by 
the  foreman  of  the  grand  jury ;  fourth,  that  it  describe  the 
offense  with  sufficient  certainty.  Those  are  the  qualities  of 
an  indictment.  The  grand  jury,  it  would  hardly  be  {;ontended, 
would  have  the  power  to  send  a  committee  out  to  find  a  bill 
and  to  present  it  to  the  court;  no  more  have  the  House  the 
power  to  confer  that  right  upon  a  committee  of  their  body  ; 
nor  can  a  law  he  passed  in  this  State  conferring  that  power, 
because  it  is  a  power  vested  in  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
lodged  in  that  tribunal,  and  cannot  be  taken  from  it. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  House  of  Commons  act  somewhat 
in  the  character  of  a  grand  jury,  to  investigate  the  offense, 
and  agree  upon  and  draw  up  articles  of  impeachment.  Thus, 
in  Stafford's  trial,  the  Lord  High  Steward  said  to  the  accused : 
"  You  are  prosecuted  and  pursued  by  the  loud  and  dreadful 
complaint  of  the  Commons,  and  arc  to  be  tried  on  the  present- 
ments made  by  the  grand  jury  of  the  whole  nation." — Howard 
State  Trials,  1297. 

The  practice  is  entirely  uniform  in  this  regard,  the  duties  of 
each  being — 

let.  The  Commons  prepare,  agree,  and  pass  upon  tlie  articles 
of  impeachment; 

3d.  The  Mangers  prosecute  and  conduct  the   trial  of  the 
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3d.  The  Lords  sit  as  judge  and  jury ;  the  Managers  prosecute 
and  conduct  the  trial  merely.     There  their  duties  end. 

The  proceedings  in  the  United  States  are  the  same.  The 
lower  House,  or  House  of  Eepreaentatives,  perform  the  func- 
tions of  the  House  of  Commons  in  England,  and  the  Senate 
those  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

I  refer  now  to  Gushing  on  Law  and  Practice  of  Legislative 


"Sbctiok  2554.  In  this  country,  whatever  may  be  thought 
of  the  question,  whether  the  proceeding  by  way  of  impeach- 
ment is  a  necessary  incident  to  a  legislative  body  or  not,  it  is 
a  question  which  wc  have  no  occasion  to  decide ;  inasmuch  as 
this  proceeding  is  a  matter  here  of  Constitiitional  provision, 
being  mentioned  and  establislied  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  andof  all  the  States  in  the  Union.  The  pro- 
visions on  this  subject  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
prevail  most  extensively,  with  some  differences  of  minor 
importance,  in  the  several  States,  and  will  be  taken  as  a  basis 
of  the  remarks  which  follow,  touching  impeachments  in  this 
country.  The  subject  will  be  concluded  by  a  short  statement 
of  the  practice  in  proceedings  of  this  sort. 

"Section  3555.  The  subjects  of  this  proceeding  are,  in  gen- 
eral, declared  to  be  the  chief  executive  magistrate  and  other 
civil  officers.  Who  are  civil  ofBeers,  liable  to  this  process,  can 
only  be  autlioritatively  settled  by  their  being  enumerated,  but 
which  has  not  been  done  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  under  which  it  has  only  been  decided  by  the  Senate, 
sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  that  members  of  the  Leg- 
islature arc  not  such  civil  ofBcers. 

"  Section  255C.  The  power  of  impeachment  is  expressly 
conferred  by  all  our  constitutions  upon  the  lower  or  more 
popular  of  the  two  branches  of  which  the  legislative  body  is 
composed,  and  which,  from  this  function,  in  sometimes  denom- 
inated the  grand  inquest  of  the  State ;  to  be  exercised,  not  like 
14 
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a  grand  jurj,  but  in  its  ordinary  legislative  form  of  proceed- 
ing; and  to  be  determined  upon,  unless  otherwise  specified, 
wMch  is  the  ease  in  some  of  the  constitutions,  by  the  ordinary- 
major  vote.  This  power,  iu  the  Constitutions  of  the  United 
States,  and  of  the  greater  number  of  the  individual  States,  is 
conferred  directly,  and  in  the  most  appropriate  phraseology, 
upon  the  House  f>f  Representatives;  in  others,  notice  is 
required  to  be  previously  given,  and  an  oppoi-tunity  to  be 
heard  in  his  defense,  allowed  by  the  party  acciised;  in  others, 
a  greater  than  the  ordinary  majority  is  required  to  sustain 
articles  of  impeachment ;  and  in  others,  it  is  provided  that 
the  impeachment  of  an  offender  shall  operate,  until  a  decision 
of  it  in  his  favor,  to  suspend  him  from  the  exercise  of  the 
functions  of  his  ofiice." 

The  charges  of  impeachment  thus  agreed  upon,  are  to  be 
preferred  by  the  Lower  House  to  the  Upper,' or  Senate,  as  this 
branch  is  called,  upon  ■which  is  conferred,  in  expi-esa  terms, 
the  power  to  try  all  impeacliments  thus  preferred.  For  this 
purpose  the  members  of  the  upper  branch,  who  may  take  their 
seats  therein  and  be  qualiiicd  as  such  at  any  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  an  impeachment,  are  generally  required  to  be  under 
an  oath  or  affirmation  similar  to  that  taken  by  jurors  on  the 
trial  of  an  indictment,  well  and  truly  to  try  the  chai-ge  or 
charges  embraced  in  the  articles ;  and  it  is  no  objection  to  a 
members  sitting  or  acting  in  this  capacity,  that  he  has  already 
participated,  as  a  member  of  the  Lower  House,  in  agreeing  to 
them.  In  some  of  the  constitutions  it  is  provided  that  when 
the  chief  executive  magistrate  shall  be.  tried,  the  Court  of 
Impeachment  shall  be  presided  over  by  the  Chief  or  other 
presiding  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court.  In  that  of  Vermont, 
it  is  provided  that  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeach- 
ment, shall  take  to  its  assistance,  for  their  opinion  merely,  the 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court ;  and  in  other  constitutions  it 
is  provided  generally,  that  there  shall  be  uo  trial  of  an  impeach- 
ment until  after  an  adjournment  of  the  Legislature. 
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The  principle  of  unanimity  which  distinguishes  trial  bj 
jury,  does  not  prevail  in  the  trial  of  impeachment ;  the  votes 
of  a  majority  only  of  the  members  constituting  the  Court, 
unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  particular  constitution,  being 
necessary  to  a  conviction. 

In  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  in  those  of 
the  greater  number  of  the  States,  it  is  expressly  provided  that 
the  concurrence  of  two  thirds,  at  least,  of  the  members  pres- 
ent, shall  he  necessary  to  convict.  The  sentence,  in  cases  of 
impeachment,  commonly  extends  oniy  to  removal  from  office, 
and  disqualification  to  hold  and  enjoy  any  office  of  honor, 
trust,  or  profit,  under  the  particular  State  or  government  in 
which  the  proceeding  is  instituted ;  and  either  or  both  of  these 
may  be  infiicted  in  any  given  case,  A  conviction  on  impeach- 
ment is  usually  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  ordiuary 
pardoning  power. 

It  is  generally  provided,  in  the  American  constitutions,  that 
the  party  convicted  on  an  impeachment  trial  shall,  neverthe- 
less, "  be  liable  and  subject  to  indictment,  trial,  judgment,  and 
punishment  according  to  law,"  as  in  other  cases. 

An  impeachment  is  not  discontinued  or  dissolved  by  an 
adjournment  or  dissolution  of  the  Ijegislature  in  which  it  is 
pending,  but  may  be  brought  forward,  in  the  state  in  which  it 
was  left,  and  prosecuted  in  a  succeeding  Legislature. 

The  tribunal  before  which  an  impeachment  is  preferred  may 
take  such  order  as  it  thinks  proper,  according  to  law,  for  the 
appearance  of  the  party  accused,  and  may  proceed  to  trial  in 
his  absence. 

The  following  is  a  snmmary  of  the  practice,  in  this  respect, 
of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States : 

"  When  an  officer  is  known  or  suspected  to  be  guilty  of  mal- 
versation in  oiEce,  some  member  of  the  Uousc  of  Representa- 
tives usually  brings  forward  a  resolution  to  accuse  the  party, 
or  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  consider  and  report 
upon  the  charges  brought  against  him.   Tbe  latter  is  the  usual 
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conrse ;  and  the  report  of  the  committee  ordinarily  embraces, 
if  adverse  to  the  party,  a  statement  of  the  chargeSj  and  recom- 
mends the  resolution  that  he  bo  impeached  therefor. 

"  If  the  resolution  is  adopted  by  the  House,  a  committee  is 
thereupon  appointed  to  impeach  the  party  at  the  bar  of  tlie 
Senate ;  to  state  that  the  articles  against  him  will  be  exhibited 
in  due  time,  and  made  good  before  the  Senate ;  and  to  demand 
that  the  Senate  take  order  for  the  appearance  of  the  party  to 
answer  to  the  impeachment.  This  being  accordingly  done,  the 
Senate  signifies  its  willingness  to  take  such  order;  and  articles 
are  then  prepared  by  a  committee  under  the  direction  of  the 
House  of  Eepreeentatives,  which,  when  reported  to  and 
approved  by  the  House,  are  then  presented  in  the  like  manner 
to  the  Senate ;  and  a  committee  of  Managers  is  appointed  to 
conduct  the  impeachment.  When  the  articles  are  thus  pre- 
sented, the  Senate  issues  a  process  summoning  the  person  thas 
accused  to  appear  before  it  to  answer  the  articles.  The  pro- 
cess is  served  by  the  Sergeant- at- Arms  of  the  Senate,  and  due 
return  is  made  thereof  under  oath. 

"Section  2568.  AVhen  the  answer  is  prepared  and  given  in, 
the  next  regular  proceeding  is  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  file  a  replicalion  to  the  answer,  in  writing,  in  substance, 
denying  the  truth  and  validity  of  the  defense  stated  ia  the 
answer,  and  averring  the  truth  and  sufficiency  of  the  charges, 
and  the  readiness  of  the  House  to  prove  them,  at  such  conve- 
nient time  and  place  as  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Senate.  A 
time  is  then  assigned  for  the  trial,  and  the  Senate,  at  that  time, 
or  before,  adjusts  the  preliminaries  and  other  proceedings 
proper  to  be  had,  before  and  at  the  trial,  by  fixed  regulations, 
which  are  made  known  to  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
to  the  party  accused.  On  the  day  appointed  for  the  trial,  the 
House  of  Representatives  appears  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate, 
either  in  a  body  or  by  Managers  selected  for  that  purpose,  to 
vith  the  trial." 
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Thus  it  clearly  appears  from  the  t«xt-books  whicli  I  have 
read  that  the  sole  power  of  impeachment  which  is  vested  in 
tlie  House  by  the  Consfcitution,  means  their  power  to  pass 
upon  and  determine  the  offenses  charged  in  the  articles  of 
impeachment, — the  indictment  against  the  respondent.  The 
Managers  have  not  this  power ;  no  committee  can  liave  this 
power,  because  it  is  confided  to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
and  cannot  be  delegated. 

The  history  of  this  matter  will  be  found,  also,  in  Sawle  on 
the  Constitution,  210-15,  just  the  same  as  I  have  here  read. 
Also  Story  on  the  Constitution,  6S8-0  and  807  to  811,  which 
is  the  same  authority  that  I.  have  read,  all  showing  that  that 
was  the  method  adopted  by  the  framers  of  the  Constitu- 
tion when  they  made  that  instrument,  I  will  refer  again  to 
Bouvier,  COS : 

"The  mode  of  proceeding  in  the  institution  and  trials  of 
impeachments  is  as  follows:  'When  a  person  who  may  be 
legally  impeached  has  been  guilty,  or  is  supposed  to  have  been 
guilty,  of  some  malversation  in  office,  a  resolution  is  generally 
brought  forward  by  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
either  to  accuse  the  party,  or  for  a  committee  of  inquiry.' " 

Then  the  proceedings  follow, — which  I  will  not  read,— just 
us  I  have  read. 

The  House  then  agree  upon  the  articles  of  impeachment, 
and  they  are  presented  to  the  Senate  by  a  committee  appointed 
by  the  House  to  prosecute  the  impeachment;  the  Senate  then 
issne  process  summoning  the  party  to  appear  at  a  given  day 
before  them,  to  answer  to  the  articles. 

I  read  from  Vol.  IS.,  new  American  Cyclopedia : 

"  The  proceedings,  rules,  and  practices  in  cases  of  impeach- 
ment in  this  country  are  borrowed  from  the  common  law  of 
England,  excepting  so  far  as  they  are  affected  by  the  Consti- 
tution or  statutes  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  several 
States.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  declares  (Art. 
1,  Sec,  2)  that  the  House  of  Representatives  shall  have  the  sole 
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power  of  impeachment,  and  (Art,  1,  Sec.  3)  that  the  Senate 
shall  have  the  sole  power  to  try  all  impeachments.  By  Art  2, 
Sec.  4,  the  persons  made  liahle  to  impeachment  are  the  Presi- 
dent, Vice  President,  and  all  civil  ofiScers  of  the  United 
States.  The  offenses  for  which  a  guilty  person  may  be 
impeached  are  (Art.  2,  Sec.  4)  'treason,  bribery,  and  other 
high  crimes  and  misdemeanors.'  Art.  3,  Sec.  3,  declares  that 
'treason  against  the  United  States  shall  consist  only  in 
leving  war  against  them,  or  in  adhering  to  their  enemies, 
giving  them  aid  and  comfort.'  This  would  seem  to  be  a  pre- 
cise definition  of  treason;  hiit  the  House  and  Senate  would 
still  be  free  to  determine  what  is  meant  by  'bribery,'  and 
what  offenses  come  within  the  words  'other  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanors.'  They  would  be  probably  guided,  but  not  gov- 
erned, by  the  rules  of  the  common  law  and  the  practice  of 
Parliament.  The  method  of  procedure,  both  in  the  United 
States  and  in  a  State,  is  substantially  as  follows:  A  resolu- 
tion is  offered  by  some  member  of  the  House  charging  the 
party  impeached  with  his  supposed  offense,  and  either  demand- 
ing at  once  his  impeachment,  or,  what  is  more  common,  pro- 
viding for  a  committee  of  inquiry.  If  the  resolution  is 
passed  by  the  House,  and  if  a  committee  of  inquiry  be  ordered 
who  report  adversely  to  the  accused,  and  in  favor  of  an 
impeachment,  and  their  report  is  adopted,  a  committee  (the 
same  or  anotlier)  is  instructed  to  impeach  the  accused  before 
the  bar  of  the  Senate,  and  demand  that  that  body  make  due 
provision  for  the  trial,  and  inform  the  Senate  that  articles  of 
impeachmout  will  be  prepaied  by  the  House  and  exhibited 
before  tlie  Senate,  The  same  or  another  committee  is 
instructed  to  prepaie  articles  of  impeachment,  which,  being 
reported  to  the  House  and  ipproved  by  them,  are  transmitted 
to  the  Senate  by  a  committee  who  are  appointed  to  conduct 
the  trial  on  the  part  of  the  House,  and  who  are  usually  styled 
the  managers  of  the  impeachment. 
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"  Due  process,  summoning  the  accused,  then  issues  from  the 
Senate,  and  IS  served  by  their  Sergeaiit-at-Anns;  and  on  the 
day  therein  appointed,  the  Semite  resolves  itself  into  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  jlU  tlio  Senators  being  sworn  to  do  justice 
according  to  the  Constitution  and  the  laws.  The  person  thus 
impeached  is  tlien  culled  npou  to  appear  and  answer.  If  he 
makes  default,  the  Senate  proceeds  ex  parte.  If  he  appears  and 
denies  the  charges,  and  puts  himsslf  on  trial  (and  he  may  appear 
by  attorney),  an  issue  is  formed,  and  a  time  is  appointed  for 
the  trial,  whicJi  thereafter  proceeds  according  to  law  and 
usage,  and  much  in  the  same  way  as  in  common  judicial  trials. 
If  any  questions  arise  among  the  Senators,  who  now  act  as 
judges,  they  are  considered  with  closed  doors,  and  are  decided 
by  yeas  and  nays,  and  only  the  decision  is  made  public." 

Article  I,  Sec.  3,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
provides  that  no  person  shall  be  convicted  without  the  con- 
currence of  two-thirds  of  the  members. 

The  articles  of  impeachment  are  usually  sigiied  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House.  This,  however,  is  not  considered  abso- 
lutely necessary,  but  it  is  certain  that  they  must  bo  adopted 
by  the  House  in  the  form  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  they 
must  be  authociaed  by  the  House.  A  majority  of  all  the  mem- 
bers elected  is  necessary  to  direct  an  impeachment;  but  the 
agreeing  upon  and  adoption  of  the  articles,  I  admit,  may  be 
upon  the  usual  majority.  lu  the  case  of  Andrew  Johnson 
they  were  signed  by  Schuyler  Colfax,  Speaker  of  the  House, 
and  adopted  by  the  House.  In  the  Ist  vol.,  Johnson's  trial, 
page  10,  I  find  the  following:  '■  Attest— Edward  Mcl'her- 
son,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,"  attached  to  those 
articles. 

Further,  as  bearing  upon  this  point,  I  state  tiie  remarks  of 
Mr.  Manager  Bingham,  found  upon  page  33  of  the  first  volume. 
itr.  Johnson,  a  Senator,  haj:l  asked  the  question  in  regard  to 
filing  the  replication,  and  is  answered  as  follows : 

"  Mr.  Manager  Bingham— Will  the  Honorable  Senator  allow 
me  to  suggest  to  him  that  we  can  only  file  the  replication  with 
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the  coneeut  and  after  consultation  with  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; and,  therefore,  the  aiisw.er  to  his  suggesstion  is  that 
as  Boon  as  answer  is  made  here,  according  to  the  usage  and 
practice  iu  cases  of  this  sort,  we  will  respecfuUy  demand  a 
copy  of  the  answer,  that  we  may  lay  it  before  the  House  and 
report  to  this  body  as  soon  as  the  House  will  order  us  its 
replication.  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be  done  within  one  or 
two  days  after  the  answer  is  filed." 

On  page  84,  the  proceedings  in  the  Senate  will  be  found  as 
follows : 

"Mr.  Manager  Boutwell— Mr.  President  and  Senators:  I 
am  charged  by  the  Managers  with  presenting  the  replication 
which  has  heen  adopted  by  the  House  of  Eepsentatives." 

I  refer  also  to  Wharton's  State  Trials  of  the  United  States, 
pages  352-e,— Blount's  Case : 

"On  the  10th  of  July  Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  the  following 
resolution  in  the  House  of  Representatiyes : " 

The  resolution  was  for  a  committee  to  prepai'c  ai'Licles,  for 
the  resolution  that  ho  be  impeached  had  been  passed  before. 
The  resolution  is  as  follows  ; 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  prepare  arti- 
cles of  impeachment  against  William  Blount,  a  Senator  of  the 
United  Stales,  impeached, by  the  House  of  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanors ;  and  the  said  committee  have  power  to  sit  dur- 
ing the  recess  of  Congress,  and  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records." 

"  A  few  days  after  the  meeting  of  the  next  Coogress,  viz :  on 
the  4th  of  December,  1797,  Mr.  Sitgreaves  reported  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  the  proceedings  of  the  select  com- 
mittee during  the  recess,  with  all  the  depositions  which  had 
been  taken  by  them,  which  were  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

"On  the  16tli  of  January,  a  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table 
directing  the  committee  to  report  the  articles  of  impeachment 
against  William  Blount,  The  consideration  of  this  motion 
was  postponed  and  never  after  called  up. 
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"  On  the  3oth  of  January,  Mr.  Sitgreuves  reported  the  arti- 
cles of  impeachment,  to  be  exhibited  against  William  Blouat, 
which  were  read  and  committed  to  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House. 

■"'On  the  29tb,  the  Honse  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  on  tlie  said  articles  of  impeachment;  and,  after 
making  two  amendments  thereto,  the  committee  rose,  and  thu 
House  concurred  in  the  amendments,  and  the  said  articles 
were  agreed  to,  as  follows :" 

Here  follow  the  articles. 

"The  articles  having  been  agreed  to,  it  was  resolved  that 
eleven  Managers  be  appointed  by  bailot,  to  conduct  the  said 
impeachment  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives." 

I  read  this  to  show  the  practice  in  that  case  in  1797. 

Judge  Chase,  an  Associate  Justice  of  the  United  States,  was 
impeached  in  1804.  I  would  refer  to  the  practice  in  that  case, 
found  in  the  Annals  of  the  First  Session  of  the  Eighth  Con- 
gress. A  resolution  was  passed  directing  his  impeachment ; 
a  committee  was  then  appointed  to  appear  and  impeach  him 
before  the  bar  of  the  Senate.  On  the  13th  of  March  (page 
H71),  this  committee  reported,  and  thereupon  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  prepare  and  report  articles  of  impeachment 
against  him,  which  appear  on  page  118S  of  the  same  book, 
The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

"  Resolve^!  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  prepare  and 
report  articles  of  impea<ibment  against  Samuel  Chase,  one  of 
the  Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  who  has  been  impeached  by  this  House,  during  the 
present  session,  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  that 
the  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records." 

During  the  session  of  March  36,  Mr.  Eandolph,  from  the 
committee  on  articles  of  impeachment,  reported  the  articles 
of  impeachment  found  upon  page  1337.  The  session  termi- 
nating the  next  day,  no  action  was  taken  on  the  report.    On  the 
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13th  of  November  the  committee  reported  the  same  articiea  in 
Bubstance  to  the  House,  adding  thereto  two  new  ones,  which 
will  be  found  on  page  85  of  the  Annals  of  the  Second  Seeeion 
of  the  Eighth  Congress,  which  report  was  made  tlic  special 
order  for  December  3d.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  pro- 
ceedings then  had,  commencing  on  page  726 : 

"  Mr.  J.  Randolph,  from  the  committee  appointed  on  the  6th 
inst.,  reported  articles  of  impeachment  against  Jm3ge  Chase. 
They  were  nearly  the  same  as  reported  at  the  last  session, 
except  the  fifth  and  sixth  articiea,  which  were  new  ones. 

"Mr.  E.  moved  to  refer  them  to  a  committee  of  the  whole 
on  Monday  next. 

"  Mr.  Elliot  rose  to  move  a  more  distant  day,  and  to  assign 
his  reasons  for  the  motion.  It  had  been  to  him  a  subject  of 
considerable  regret  that  the  present  report  had  been  so  long 
delayed,  and  he  had  repeatedly  examined  his  own  mind  to 
imagine  reasons  for  the  delay.  Twenty-four  days  ago  the 
gentleman  who  now  presented  the  report  announced  to  the 
House  his  conviction  that  all  the  time  which  our  political 
existence  would  allow  should  be  given  to  the  person  accused, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  his  defense ;  and  he  moved  a  recom- 
mitment of  the  report  of  the  last  session  for  the  purpose  of 
alteration  or  amendment.  A  solution  of  the  difficulties  which 
have  occupied  my  mind  upon  this  subject,  said  Mr.  E.,  may 
perhaps  be  found  in  the  report  itself.  If  I  understand  it,  it 
embraces  accusations,  the  evidence  of  which  repose  in  the 
breasts  of  the  committee  alone,  as  it  has  never  been  exhibited 
to  the  House,  This  course  of  proceeding  may  be  parliament- 
ary and  proper,  but  it  strikes  my  mind  as  possessing  a  very 
different  character.  At  the  last  session,  a  voluminous  body  of 
evidence  was  reported,  upon  which  the  House  decided  the 
general  question  of  impeachment.  The  committee  appointed 
to  prepare  and  report  articles  of  impeachment  possesses  not 
the  power  of  a  committee  of  inquiry ;  the  inquiry  is  already 
at  an   end;    they  are  only  to  reduce  to  form  the  decision 
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of  the  house  upon  the  evidence  before  them ;  and  if  fchey 
have  proceeded  to  make  a  new  inquiry,  to  obtain  new  evidence, 
and  report  new  articles  thereon,  they  have  wandered  beyond 
the  limits  of  their  duty.  Kor  am  I  furnished  with  that  intui- 
tive knowledge  of  right  and  wrong,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  which 
would  be  necessary  to  enable  me  to  decide  almost  instantly 
upon  a  question  of  such  maguitude.  "While  it  is  our  duty  to 
grant  a  reasonable  time  to  the  person  accused  to  mate  bis 
defense,  it  is  indispensably  necessary  to  proceed,  not  only  with 
deliberation,  but  with  caution.  He  concluded  by  moving  that 
the  report  be  made  the  order  of  Thursday  next. 

"The  question  was  taken  on  Thursday,  as  the  most  distant 
day,  and  lost;' 

On  Monday,  December  3d,  page  728,  the  report  was  read, 
as  follows : 

Here  follows  the  report. 

On  page  731  Mr.  Elliott  says :  '■  It  will  be  rocoliccted,  Mr. 
Chairman,  by  every  member  of  the  eommitte  who  was  present 
at  the  close  of  the  last  session,  that  upon  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  inquiry  recommending  the  impeachment  of 
Judge  Chase,  no  member  but  myself  thought  proper  to  deliver 
his  sentiments.  I  feel  no  inclination  to  retrace  the  ground 
which  I  then  occupied  in  solitude ;  especially  as  the  opinions 
which  I  then  advanced  remain  unaltered.  Nor  have  I  a  dis- 
position to  embarrass  the  proceedings.  I  wish,  indeed,  to 
simplify  them.  But  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  suggest  tbat  course 
of  proceeding  and  that  mode  of  decision  which  I  believe  to  be 
demanded  equally  by  our  duty  to  the  person  accused,  to  our 
own  consciences,  and  to  our  country;  and  I  shall  suggest  them 
with  confidence  rather  than  with  diffidence,  because  they  are 
so  extremely  obvious.  I  believe  it  to  be  our  duty  deliberately 
to  investigate  the  principles  involved  in  the  report,  some 
of  which  are  certainly  novel,  and  to  take  distinct  questions 
upon  each  general  head  of  accusation.  Because  I  think  Mr. 
Chase  ought  to  be  impeached  for  two  or  three  misdemeanors, 
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I  cannot  give  my  vote  in  favor  of  articles  accusing  him  of 
eight  high  crimes  and  thirty  or  forty  misdemeanors.  If  I 
should  be  so  fortunate  as  to  be  seconded  in  the  opinions  which 
I  entertain  upon  this  subject,  1  will  move  to  amend  the  report 
npon  the  table  by  striking  out  that  part  which  relates  to  the 
conduct  of  Judge  Chase  on  the  trial  of  John  Pries,  and  which 
is  now  comprised  in  the  first  article," 

They  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  articles  as  follows — 
page'raS: 

"On  the  first  article  being  read,  Mr.  Elliott  moved  to  strike 
it  out." 

The  Chairman  said : 

"  The  resolution  to  strike  out  the  tirst  section  was  in  order, 
and  was  usual  in  the  case  of  a  bill,  in  order  to  decide  on  its 
merits;  but  in  independent  articles,  like  the  present,  it  would 
be  preferable  to  take  the  question  on  concurring,  so  that  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  might  be  ascertained  on  each  article. 

"Mr.  Smilie  expi-essed  an  indifference  as  to  tlie  mode  of  decis- 
ion, but  he  believed  what  he  had  suggested  was  conformable 
to  all  former  rules  and  practices. 

"Mr.  J.  Eandolph,  after  a  short  pause,  said  the  question  of 
concurrence  with  thf  select  committee,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
to  be  taken  on  each  article  separately ;  and  for  his  part  he 
had  no  objection  to  take  it  upon  each  separate  member  of  each 
aridde  if  any  gentleman  wished  it  to  be  taken  in  that  way. 

"Mr.  Nicholson,  observing  that  there  was  no  question  before 
the  committee,  conceived  that  one  ought  to  be  presented  for 
their  decision. 

"He  therefore  moved  that  the  committee  of  the  whole  con- 
cur with  the  select  committee,  and  agree  to  the  first  article; 
which  heing  seconded,  the  question  was  put  by  the  Chairman. 
A  division  was  called  for,  and  78  members  rising  in  the  affirm- 
ative, it  was  carried  without  reverting  to  the  question, — 78 
being  more  than  a  majority  of  the  whole  House  had  all  the 
members  been  present. 
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"  The  second  article  being  under  consideration ; 

"  Mr.  Dawson — This  mode  of  proceeding  iiicnrs  some  difli- 
eulty  which  might  be  prevented  by  the  motion  to  atrike  out, 
as  in  the  latter  case,  the  principle  upon  which  the  article  ia 
grounded  would  be  tested ;  and  if  the  principle  was  adopted, 
the  phraseology  might  be  varied  and  amended  as  might  bo 
thought  proper, 

"The  Chairman— The  committee  has  already  determined  to 
proceed  in  a  different  manner ;  it  therefore  does  not  rest  upon 
the  discretion  of  the  Chair. 

"Mr.  Smilie  suggested  the  propriety  of  reading  the  evidence 
in  support  of  each  article,  as  there  were  many  gentlemen  here 
who  were  not  present  at  the  last  session  when  the  testimony 
was  both  read  and  printed. 

"  Mr.  Findloy  seconded  the  motion. 

"Mr.  Nicholson— Reading  the  testimony  will  occupy  the 
whole  day.  It  constitutes  the  volume  in  my  hand  (a  volume  of 
apparently  two  hundred  pages). 

"Mr.  Smilie  would  not  call  for  its  reading  on  his  own 
account;  he  had  already  pursued  the  testimooy;  but  there  were 
several  gentlemen  now  present  who  were  not  here  at  the  last 
Hesaion,  who  perhaps  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  dociiments,  and  he  believed  gentlemen  generally  voted 
with  more  satisfaction  on  subjects  with  which  they  are  well 
acquainted  than  on  those  where  doubts  of  apprehensions  arc 
entertained.  Besides,  he  deemed  it  more  safe  and  dignified  to 
proceed  with  caution  and  due  deliberation  on  so  serious  a 
question  as  that  of  impeaching  a  persen  holding  one  of  the 
most  important  stations  in  the  government. 

"Mr,  Nicholsou — The  manner  of  proceeding  in  the  business 
of  impeachment,  at  the  last  session,  was  to  read  such  parts  of 
the  testimony,  upon  the  call  of  a  member,  as  related  to  the 
particular  article  under  consideration.  lie  recollected  upon 
the  impeachment  of  Judge  Pickering,  that  the  gentleman  on 
the  other  aide  of  the  House,  from  New  Hampshire,  called  for 
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reading  the  particular  part  of  the  testimony  likely  to  extricate 
the  officer  impeaehed,  or  produce  a  conviction  in  the  minds  of 
others, — such  as  he  felt  himself.  He  hoped  the  same  course  of 
proceeding  would  be  adopted  by  the  committee,  and  such  por- 
tions would,  from  time  to  time,  be  read  as  members  reqaired." 

Aud  thereupon  they  proceeded  to  examine  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  to  read  the  evidence  bearing  upon  tlie  articles 
adopted  and  reported  by  the  committee,  article  by  article,  clear 
through.  Now,  I  have  wearied  your  patience  this  length  of 
time  by  referring  to  that  so  far,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  preparation  of  the  articles  is  a  matter  conflued  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  and  that  the  judgment  of  no  other 
tribunal  can  be  substituted  in  its  place ;  they  are  to  pass  upon 
the  offense  and  the  probability  of  the  evidence  supporting  them, 
and  the  propriety  of  having  the  officer  arraigned  at  the  bar  of 
the  Senate. 

In  the  case  that  I  have  just  read,  that  of  Judge  Ohase,  the 
first  and  fourth  articles  were  amended;  an  adjournment  was 
had  until  the  nest  day,  when  they  wore  again  taken  up  and 
finally  agreed  upon.  The  House  was  then  asked  to  coneur  with 
the  committee,  and  they  did  so.  I  would  respectfully  refer  the 
Senate  to  those  proceedings,  a  part  of  which  I  have  read, 
extending  from  page  736  to  page  783  of  the  Annals  of  the 
Second  Session  of  the  Eighth  Congress,  which  I  will  not  weary 
the  Senate  by  reading  further.  On  December  5tb,  the  House 
ordered  the  Managers  to  caiTy  the  articles  of  impeachment  to 
the  Senate.  A  copy  of  the  answer  was  sent  by  the  Senate  to 
the  House,  which  wsis  referred  to  the  Managers.  On  the  same 
day  Mr.  Randolph,  for  the  Managers,  reported  thei-eon. 

I  might  also  mention,  Mr.  President,  that  in  the  case  of 
Andrew  Johnson, — I  state  now  from  recollection,  but  I  think 
an  examination  will  show  it  to  be  so, — that  a  point  of  order 
was  raised  when  Mr.  Bingham  asked  the  House  for  authority 
to  file  a  replication  to  the  answer  of  Mr.  Johnson,  anticipating 
that  it  would  be  formally  before  the  body  the  next  day,  and 
they  were  anxious  to  get  to  the  trial ;  he  thought  they  might 
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as  well  then  as  any  time  agree  upon  the  general  replication ; 
and  the  point  of  order  taken  by  a  member  was  that  the  Man- 
f^era  already  had  the  power,  Mr.  Colfas,  Speaker,  rnled 
immediately  otherwise.  There  was  no  qiiestion  further  raised 
abont  the  position  that  the  Managers  had  not  tlie  power, — that 
it  must  be  done  by  the  House. 

For  the  case  of  Judge  Pickering,  Judge  of  the  District 
Coart  of  New  Hampshire,  I  would  refer  to  the  Annals  of  the 
First  Session  of  the  Eighth  Congress,  page  315,  where  the 
Bsme  proceedings  were  had  as  in  the  other  case,  A  report  of 
the  committee  was  had  recommending  that  a  resolution  be 
adopted  impeaching  the  accused.  It  was  adopted,  and  there- 
upon a  committee  was  appointed  to  prepare  and  present  articles 
of  impeachment  against  him  before  the  House,  which  was  done. 
And  now  I  would  refer  specially  to  page  794  of  the  Annals  of 
the  First  Session  of  the  Eighth  Congress : 

"The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  wliole 
on  the  report  of  the  committee,  of  the  twenty-seventh  instant, 
appointed  on  the  twentieth  of  October  last,  to  prepare  and 
report  articles  of  impeachment  against  John  Pickering,  Dis- 
trict Judge  of  the  District  of  New  Hampshire,  who  was 
impeached  by  this  House,  during  the  last  session,  of  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

"  Mr.  Tenney  called  for  the  reading  of  several  depcffi&n©n^, 
which  being  read,  Mr.  T.  said  he  had  called  for  the-ir  scadiug 
to  show  that  Mr.  Pickering  had  sustained  a  respectable  char- 
acter, and  that  his  recent  conduct  had  arisen  from  insanity. 
For  this  reason  ho  thought  the  articles  of  impeachment  should 
not  be  agreed  to  by  the  House." 

I  call  attention  to  that  to  show  that  the  practice  was  adhered 
to  there  of  leaving  the  matter  to  the  judgment  of  tlie  House. 
The  whole  matter  as  to  the  evidence  and  the  propriety  of  pre- 
senting the  offender  for  the  crimes  alleged,  rested  in  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  House  wholly.  These  articles  vfera 
enrolled  and  signed  by  the  Speaker,  January  2d,  1804,  first 
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being  read.  They  were  tlieu  carried  to  the  Senate,  and,  Jana- 
ary  13th,  the  Senate  eommunioated  to  the  Honae  its  action  in 
regard  to  the  impeaehmeut,  Aaron  Burr  being  then  Vice  Pres- 
ident. It  ie  not  necessary  for  me  to  follow  the  proceedings 
further  in  that  case, — they  are  the  same  as  in  the  others. 

In  the  case  of  James  H.  Peck,  District  Judge  of  the  U.  S. 
Court  of  Missouri,  the  same  proceedings  were  had,  and  I  would 
refer,  for  a  history  of  that  proceeding,  to  the  House  Journal 
of  the  I'irst  Session,  21st  Congress,  page  39,  and  subsequent 
pages.  The  articles  were  reported  by  the  committee,  discussed, 
and  adopted  by  the  House. 

The  case  of  West  H,  V.  Humphreys,  Judge  of  the  District 
Conrt  of  the  U.  S.,  of  the  District  of  Tennessee,  May  6, 1867. 
I  refer  to  House  Joarnal,  Second  Session,  1861-3,  where  the 
same  proceedings  were  had,— the  same  practice  precisely, — the 
articles  being  adopted  by  the  House. 

The  next  case  following  would  be  that  of  Andrew  Johnson. 
I  refer  to  the  Congressional  Globe,  Ist  Session  40th  Congress, 
page  792.  Also,  Congressional  Globe,  Part  First,  3d  Session 
40th  Congress,  page  68 ;  for  further  proceedings  in  the  same 
matter,  to  page  1400,  where  the  articles  were  discussed,  and, 
finally,  Feb.  34tb,  1868,  when  Mr.  Covode's  resolution  of 
impeachment  was  adopted.  The  articles  at  that  time  were  not 
prepared ; — they  were  afterwards  prepared  and  presented,  and 
thereupon  a  committee  was  appointed  to  inform  the  Senate, 
and  a  committee  of  seven  was  appointed  to  prepare  articles  of 
impeachment,  as  appears  upon  page  401 ;  the  articles  were 
reported  to  the  House,  and  are  upon  page  1542  of  the  Globe, 
and  thereupon  the  House  went  into  a  committee  of  the  whole 
upon  the  report  of  the  committee,  found  upon  page  1543, 
part  second,  of  the  Globe,  and  it  was  discussed  at  length,  and 
each  article  voted  upon  separately  and  severally  by  the  mem- 
bers. A  substitute  was  adopted  finally,  containing  several 
verbal  changes  in  the  articles,  which  will  be  found  on  pages 
J613  and  1614.    After  tliey  had  gone  through  with  the  articles 
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presented  by  the  committee,  Mr.  Jenks  moved  to  amend  by 
adding  a  new  article,,  and  finally,  Mr.  Butler  moved  to  amend 
by  adding  a  new  article,  I  believe  they  were  not  adopted  at 
that  time,  bat  they  wore  subsequently,  aud  finally  presented 
aa  the  articles  adopted  by  the  House  against  the  accused. 

In  the  State  of  New  York  the  House  of  Representatives  is 
called  tbe  Assembly;  and  by  a  reference  to  Art.  7,  Section  1, 
of  the  Constitution  of  that  State,  we  find  the  following : 
"The  Assembly  shall  have  ^he  power  of  impeachment  by  a 
vote  of  all  the  members  elected."  I  read  from  a  work  entitled 
Constitutions  of  the  United  States,  belonging  to  our  State  Li- 
brary. In  the  Second  Assembly  Journal  of  New  York,  of  the 
year  1853,  we  find,  in  the  case  of  John  C.  Mather,  that  reso- 
lutions of  impeachment  were  reported  June  23d,  1853;  that 
the  matter  was  again  brought  up  June  2Sth,  and  the  articles 
of  impeachment  presented;  and  on  July  8th  the  articles  were 
finally  passed  upon. 

Again,  in  the  Assembly  Journal  of  N.  Y.,  1868,  page  383,  in 
the  case  of  Robert  C.  Dorn,  Caual  Commissioner  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  articles  of  impeachment  were  reported  to  the 
House,  and  adopted  by  that  body. 

By  a  reference  to  the  Kansas  impeachment  cases,  in  the 
case  of  Charles  Robinson  and  two  others, — one  the  Governor, 
another  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  third  the  Auditor, — 
it  will  be  seen  that  precisely  the  same  proceedings  were  had. 
The  committee  I'eported  to  the  Honse  against  the  three  par- 
ties, as  appears  in  the  report  of  the  testimony  and  other  pro- 
8  in  the  trial,  on  page  t,  the  following  resolution  of 
it,  which  was  adopted: 
"Resolved,  That  Charles  Robinson,  Governor;  John  W. 
Robinson,  Secretary  of  State;  and  George  S.  Hillyer,  Auditor 
of  the  State  of  Kansas,  be  and  they  are  hereby  impeached  of 
high  misdemeanors  in  office." 

In  that  State,  also,  it  appears  by  Article  II.,  Section  27,  of 
the  Constitution :    ■'  The  House  of  Representatives  shall  have 
16 
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the  sole  power  of  impeachment  All  impeachments  shall  be 
tried  by  the  Senate." 

In  the  State  of  Tennessee  the  Coustitiition  is  like  oura  in 
this: 

Article  5,  Section  L  The  House  has  the  sole  power  of 
impeachment. 

Section  3.  All  impeachments  shall  he  tried  by  the  Senate. 

Section  3,  The  Honse  of  Eepresentatives  shall  elect  from 
their  own  number  three  membere,  whose  diity  it  shall  be  to 
prosecute  impeachments.  No  impeachments  shall  be  tried 
until  the  Legislature  shall  have  adjourned  sine  die,  when  the 
Senate  shall  proceed  to  try  such  impeachment. 

In  the  ease  of  Thomas  N.  Frazier,  Judge  of  the  Criminal 
Court  of  Davison  county,  a  resolution  of  impeachment  was 
adopted  by  the  House.  Articles  of  impeachment  were  exhib- 
ited, signed  by  the  Managers.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  shape  in  which  they  were  reported.  The  proceed- 
ings commence  on  page  4  and  are  concluded  on  page  11,  and 
on  page  11,  at  the  close,  I  find  the  following: 

"The  foregoing  are  the  articles  of  impeachment,  duly  pre- 
pared by  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee,  against  Thomas  N.  Frazier,  Judge  of  the  Criminal 

Court  of  Davison  county,  on  the day  of A,  D.  1867,"" 

signed  by  James  S.  MuUoy,  Speaker  pro  tern,  of  the  House  of 
Representatives, — indorsed  when  transmitted  as  follows,  to  wit : 
"Articles  of  impeachment  preferred  by  the  House  of  Eepre- 
sentatives against  Thomas  N.  Frazier,  Judge  of  the  Criminal 
Court  of  Davison  county,"  further  indorsed  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Senate.  House  message  No.  60,  Feb.  11, 1867,  pages  369- 
70,  words  and  figures  of  which  said  message  No.  60  were  as 
follows,  to  wit : 

■'House  of  SEPREaEUTATivES,  | 
"  February  11,  1S67.      \ 

"  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  directed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  transmit  to  the  Senate  the  report  of  committee,., 
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together  with  the  articles  of  impeaclinieiit  in  the  ease  of  and 
against  the  Hon.  Thomas  N.  Fraaior,  Judge  of  the  Criminal 
Court  of  Davison  connty."  Signed  E.  H.  Gorson,  Principal 
Secretary  of  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes. 

This  report  was  made  to  the  House,  and  adopted,  as  will 
appear  on  page  4,  and,  as  I  have  said,  their  Constitntion  is 
precisely  like  ours. 

And  again,  in  the  State  of  California :  The  Constitution 
Bays,  Article  IV,  Section  18:  "The  Assembly  shall  have  the 
sole  power  of  impeachment,  and  all  impeachments  shall  bo 
tried  by  the  Senate." 

In  the  case  of  James  H,  Hardie,  Judge  of  the  16th  Judicial 
District,  a  resolation  to  inquire  whether  he  should  be 
impeached  was  introduced  in  the  Assembly  March  3itli,  1862. 
I  will  refer  to  the  Journal  of  the  Assembly  of  California,  13th 
Session,  page  437,  which  reads  as  follows : 

"Resolved,  That  a  select  committe  of  five  be  appointed  by 
the  Speaker  to  inquire  and  consider  whether  articles  of 
impeachment  shall  be  presented  by  this  House  a^inst  James 
H,  Hardie,  Judge  of  the  Sixteenth  Judicial  District  of  the 
State  of  California,  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  iu  oiEce, 
said  committee  to  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers, 
and  report  to  this  House  articles  of  impeachment  against  said 
James  H,  Hardie,  if  warranted  by  the  evidence  before  them." 

ITnanimously  adopted.  On  the  13th  of  April  the  articles 
were  agreed  upon,  as  appears  on  page  51'4. 

On  April  34th,  supplemental  articles  were  adopted  in  the 
same  manner. 

The  Constitution  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  Article  3, 
Section  1,  Clause  .'5,  has  the  following :  "  The  House  of  Com- 
mons sliall  have  t!ie  sole  power  of  impeachment ;  the  Senate 
shall  have  the  sole  power  to  try  al!  impeachments." 

See  EeTised  Code  of  North  Carolina,  page  55.  Articles  of 
impeachment  were  exhibited  against  William  W.  Holden,  Gov- 
ernor of  North  Carolina,  December,  1870,  and  wore  signed 
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■'■'Thomas  J.  Jarvia,  Speaker  of  the  Houso  of  Eepresentatiyee," 
cotmlersigQed  "W.  W.  Gaither,  Clerk.  Passed  the  23d  day  of 
December  1870."  I  refer  to  pages  67  to  83  of  Public  Laws 
of  N.  C. 

In  Nebraska,  also,  articles  of  impeaobment  against  David 
Batler,  Governor,  are  signed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  and 
attested  by  the  Clerk,  and  purport  to  be  the  act  of  the  House. 
Bntler'a  Trial,  page  11. 

In  the  case  of  Jobu  Gillespie,  Auditor  of  Nebraska,  as 
appears  on  House  Journal  of  1871,  pa^e  475,  the  House  went 
into  committee  of  the  whole  on  the  articles  of  impeachment, 
pages  463-484.  The  next  House  (1872)  withdrew  the  charges, 
— nolle  prosequied  it.  I  state  this  upon  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  Nebraska,  in  a  letter,  dated  April  20, 
1873,  directed  to  Mrs.  H.  A.  Tenney,  State  Librarian. 

In  the  case  of  Alexander  Addison,  Presiding  Judge  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  in  certain  counties  in  Pennsylvania,  the  trial  being 
had  in  1803,  the  same  proceedings  precisely  were  had.  I  refer 
the  Senate  to  the  trial  of  Addison,  pages  6,  7,  8, 11, 13. 

I  will  also  call  attention  to  the  case  of  Judge  Prescott,  Judge 
of  Probate  of  Middlesex  county,  Mass.  The  proceedings  were 
the  same,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  his  trial. 

Thus  it  appears  that  the  House  is  the  body,  and  the  only 
body,  that  can  adopt  articles  of  impeachment.  As  we  have 
seen,  this  is  supported  by  the  elementary  writers,  both  English 
and  American ;  by  the  English  and  American  usage  in  cases 
of  impeachment;  by  the  usage  of  those  who  took  part  in 
framing  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  containing  a 
similar  impeachment  clause  to  ours ;  by  eotemporaneous  con- 
struction, all  uncontradicted  by  any  author,  authorities,  case, 
or  jurist  for  centuries. 

The  question  now  is,  will  the  Senate  depart  from  tliat  mode 
of  procedure  which  is  incorporated  in  the  Constitution  of  this 
State? 

On  motion  of  Senator  Jenks,  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  took  a  recess  till  two  o'clock. 
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Tuesday  P.  M.,  April  SO,  isn. 

The  Senate  was  called  to  order  by  the  President  jirfi  tern,  at 
two  o'clock. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  the  Presiding  Officer 
annouTiced  a  quorum  present. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  counsel  for  the  respondent  will 
proceed. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  I  Vi&s,  speaking  of  the  duties 
of  the  House,  the  Managers,  and  the  Senate,  in  impeachment 
matters.  I  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  before  the 
adjournment,  to  the  resemblance  between  the  proceedings  by 
impeaehmeut,  and  the  proceedings  upon  indictments, — the 
articles  of  impeachment  taking  the  place  of  an  indictment,  in 
a  great  degree, — and  upon  that  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the 
6th  American  Law  Register,  page  257,  new  series.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  find  any  authority,  directly,  upon  any  of  the  ques- 
tions with  reference  to  impeachment  in  this  country,  they  have 
heeu  so  rare. 

[  Mr.  Shipman  here  read  an  extract  from  a  lecture  delivered 
by  Professor  Theodore  W.  Dwight  before  the  law  students  of 
Columbia  College,  New  York,] 

The  duties,  then,  are  these :  The  House  are  to  prepare  and 
agree  upon  the  articles;  the  Managers  are  to  prosecute  the 
case;  the  Senate  are  to  try  it. 

Aside  from  the  authorities,  the  Constitution  itself  is  plain 
upon  the  questions,  and  this  is  a  jnrisdietional  question.  It 
goes  to  the  foundation  of  the  whole  proceedings.  It  would 
arrest  the  judgment  if  the  respondent  should  be  found  guilty 
of  the  charges  preferred ;  that  is  the  only  method  by  which  he 
can  be  held  to  answer  at  all. 

6  American  Law  Register,  p.  G45. 

The  question  which  is  presented  here  would  be  somewhat 
analogous  to  the  question  presented  to  a  court  if  an  act  should 
have  been  passed  by  the  Legislature, — when  we  had  the  prac- 
tice of  proceeding  by  indictment  in  courts  for  crimes, —author- 
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izing  a  grand  jury  to  delegate  to  a  committee  of  three  the 
power  to  find  and  present  indictments  to  tlio  court,  against  au 
individual.  I  claim,  in  that  ease,  ns  well  as  in  this,  the  power 
could  not  be  delegated ;  that  the  Constitution  having  vested 
that  power  in  a  known  tribunal  or  bodj,  it  must  he  exercised 
by  that  body.  Now,  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
what  was  done  by  the  House  in  this  case.  I  ask  your  atten- 
to  the  House  journal  for  that  purpose,  and  I  believe  that  courts 
have  held  that  we  are  at  liberty  to  read  legislative  journala 
upon  trials.  Pago  99  of  the  journal — I  find  that  on  March 
23, 1872,  a  petition  was  presented  to  the  House  requesting  that 
steps  be  taken  to  have  an  investigation  of  matters  alleged 
against  the  respondent,  and  asking,  if  the  charges  of  drunken- 
ness and  other  misdemeanors  be  proved,  that  he  at  once  be 
removed  from  the  State  Land  Office.  The  charge  in  the 
petition,  however,  was  drunkenness. 

Mr.  Grosvenor,  by  unanimous  consent,  offered  a  resolution 
as  follows : 

Resolved,  Tliat  the  petition  and  complaint  of  I.  H.  Barthol- 
omew, H.  C.  Dart,  and  24  others,  citizens  of  the  city  of  Lansing, 
against  Chas,  A.  Edmonds,  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
OfBce,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  referred  to  a  select  committee 
of  three,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into  the  probable  truth 
or  falsity  of  the  complaint,  and  report  thereon  to  this  House 
with  all  convenient  speed  the  result  of  their  deliberations,  and 
whether  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds  ought  to  be  impeached 
by  this  House,  to  the  end  that  he  may  be  removed  from  the 
office  of  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Of&ce;  and  if  m 
their  opiuion  the  complaint  is  well  founded,  that  they  report 
to  this  House,  in  form,  charges  and  specifications  thereon, 
with  the  view  of  a  trial  before  the  Senate,  as  contemplated  by 
Article  12,  Sections  1, 3,  and  3  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State ; 
and  for  the  purpose  of  such  inquiry  and  information,  such 
committee  is  hereby  autlioriaed  and  empowered  to  send  for 
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persons  aucl  papers,  and  esamiiic  witoessos  tonchiag  the  mat- 
ter of  such  complaint. 

Althongli  a  little  hasty,  perhaps,  the  resolutioQ  was  not 
improper  at  that  time.  The  step  was  rightly  takea  for  charges 
to  be  made  and  presentetl  to  the  House. 

Thereupon  Mr.  Fentoii  moTed  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
making  the  committee  five  instead  of  three  ; 

Which  was  accepted. 

Mr.  Hiistou  offered  the  followiag  as  a  substitute  to  the  reso- 
lution: 

Whereas,  It  la  claimed  and  reported  that  the  Hon.  Charlea 
A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  has  been 
gnilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  his  office  as  such  Commissioner, 
and  has  also  been  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors ; 

And  whereas,  The  dignity  and  honor  of  the  State  impera- 
tirely  demand  and  require  honesty,  faithfulness,  and  good 
moral  character  in  all  of  its  public  servants ; 

And  whereas,  The  power  to  impeach  any  civil  officer  of 
this  State  is  vested  by  the  Constitution  of  said  State  in  the 
House  of  Bepreseutatives ;  therefore, 

Resolved,  That  a  eommitee  of  five  he  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  manner  in  which  said  Commissioner  has  conducted 
hia  said  office,  and  whether  he  has  been  guilty  of  any  offense 
or  offenses  that  are  impeachable,  and  that  said  committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  to  examine  witnesses 
on  oath,  and  that  they  report  to  this  House  with  all  conve- 
nient speed,  by  resolution  or  otherwise ; 

Which  was  uot  adopted. 

It  would  seem,  if  one  can  construe  these  resolutions,  that 
they  intended  to  conflue  the  action  of  the  committee  to  the 
act  of  drunkenness  alleged  against  him,  as  the  resolution  of 
Mr.  Huston,  requiring  them  to  inquire  whether  he  had  been 
guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  of  crimes  and  misde- 
meanors, was  voted  down;  sfcill,  if  it  is  possible  that  the  other 
resolution  was  broad  enough  to  cover  that,  I  have  but  very 
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little  to  Kay,  aud  care  but  little  about  it.  On  page  157,  on  the 
37th  of  March,  the  committee  reported  their  conclnsion  upon 
the  matters  referred,  and  charged  in  their  report  a  good  many 
things  which  were  not  charged  in  the  petition ;  but  the  par- 
ticular charge  which  they  were  to  investigate,  and  report 
charges  and  specifications  upon,  they  seemed  to  treat  as  triyial. 
I  wOl  not  read  the  report  which  reeommended  tlie  impeach- 
ment. On  March  asth,  page  105,  a  resolution  was  passed  that 
a  committee  be  appointed  to  inform  the  Senate  of  the  fact, 
and  that  the  House  woiild,  in  due  time,  present  articles  of 
impeachment  against  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
Office,  and  Managers  were  then  elected.  These  proceedings 
are  not  extraordinary,  although  somewhat  hasty,— not  e:shibit- 
ing  that  calnx  deliberation  which  usually  characterizes  such  a 
movement. 

On  page  177  we  find  the  '-new  departure" — a  resolution 
introduced  by  Mr.  Groevenor,  which  is  as  follows  i 

"Resolved,  That  Ira  E.  Grosvenor,  Benjamin  W,  Huston, 
Jr,,  and  Lyman  Cochrane,  the  Managers  elected  by  the  House 
in  the  matter  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Of&ce,  be  and  they  are  hereby 
authorized  and  instructed  to  prepare  particular  articles  of 
impeachment,  in  the  name  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  jreople  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  against  said  Ed- 
monds, under  the  resolution  of  impeachment,  and  present  the 
same  to  the  Senate  for  trial  when  the  Senate  shall  be  orgainzed 
to  receive  the  same ; '' 

Which  was  adopted. 

Such  a  thing  has  not  been  known  for  five  hundred  years  in 
any  Legislative  assembly,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  and  I  have 
looked  very  carefully.  The  "new  departure"  was  this:  In 
not  reporting  back  to  the  House,  and  not  getting  any  action 
of  the  House  upon  it;  never  asking  their  judgment  upon  it; 
never  allowing  them  to  pass  upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  officer  should  be  heM  to  a  trial  upon  the  crimes  charged. 
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nor  whether  there  was  probable  proof  to  sustain  the  articles. 
Since  that  time  the  House  have  done  nothing.  There  has 
been  no  qnorum,  I  tiiink,  since.  That  is  my  recollection  of  it 
now.  Perhaps  there  may  not  liave  been  an  adjournment, 
finally,  until  the  39th,  but  at  all  events  the  House  never  saw 
the  articles.  Nothing  was  ever  done  about  them  afterwards. 
During  the  vacation  until  the  11th  tlie  Managers  were  prepar- 
ing these  articles,  and  they  were  first'  presented  to  the  Senate. 
There  will  be  no  dispute  about  that.  The  House  never  saw 
them,  and  the  journal  shows  that.  Now  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  articles  themselves.  Articles  never  were  seen 
before  in  this  form  in  any  other  case.  Articles  of  impeach- 
ment are  made  in  the  name  of  the  House  of  RepresentativeB ; 
they  are  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  in  the 
name  of  the  people.  These  articles  are  exhibited  on  behalf 
of  the  House  of  Representatives ;  they  purport  to  be  exhibited 
here  by  a  committee  or  by  somebody  actiug  under  a  delegated 
authority.  They  are  not  the  articles  of  the  Honse,  and  do  not 
profess  to  be,  on  the  face  of  the  articles  themselves;  and  not 
only  that,  but  after  article  eleven  appears  the  following,  show- 
ing that  the  Managers  still  claim  the  right  to  further  add  to 
the  articles  as  they  may  deem  necessary : 

"  And  the  Managers  elected  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State,  and 
authorized  by  the  said  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  this  State 
to  manage  on  behalf  of  said  House  the  trial  of  the  impeach- 
ment of  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds,  by  protestation,  saving  to 
themselves  the  liberty  of  exhibiting  at  any  time  hereafter  any 
further  articles  or  other  accusation  under  the  said  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  impeachment  of  the 
s£ud  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Ofiice, 
and  also  of  replying  to  his  answer  which  lie  may  make  unto 
these  articles  herein  preferred  against  him,  and  offering  proof 
17 
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to  the  same  and  every  part  thereof,  and  to  ail  and  every  other 
article  or  accusation  which  shall  be  exhibited  by  them  ou 
behalf  of  said  Honse,  as  the  case  shall  require." 

They  claim  anthority  to  present  other  articles  and  charge 
other  crimes  and  offenses  if  they  choose  to  do  so.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  to  show  that  the  whole  theory 
la  wrong.  The  Managers  are  not  the  House  ;  they  have  mis- 
taken their  power.  They  supposed  that  they  were  vested  with 
the  fall  power  of  the  House  in  this  matter, — that  the  power 
of  the  House  was  transferred  to  them ;  and  if  the  House  could 
delegate  it,  they  were  right  in  so  doing;  but  if  it  cannot  be 
delegated  they  were  wrong.  I  say  the  Constitution  is  clear  ou 
this  question.  It  states  where  the  power  shall  rest, — by  whom 
it  shall  be  exercised.  The  question  is  one  that  goes  to  the 
foundation  of  all  proceedings  based  upon  the  articles;  and 
hence,  if  the  Senate  should  come  to  vote  upon  the  fact  of  guilty 
or  not  guilty,  this  question  would  still  ai-ise  to  confront  them. 
Unless  they  believe  the  Managers  had  the  right  to  exercise  this 
extraordinary  power,  which  was  never  exercised  before  by 
Managers,  they  must  still  find  not  guilty.  It  will  take  twen- 
ty-two Senators,  I  believe,  to  convict.  I  will  call  attention  to 
Mr.  Lawrence's  brief,  contained  i  n  the  American  Law  Register, 
p.  660. 

[Mr.  Shipman  read  the  authority  jtist  mentioned.] 

It  is  a  rule  that  all  questions  going  to  the  jurisdictions  of 
courts  may  be  raised  at  any  time,  and  can  never  be  waived. 
4  Mich.  Reports,  page  177,  Sec.  7.  Where  it  appears  from 
the  record  that  the  court  has  acquired  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
person  of  a  defendant,  he  is  not  bound,  as  in  case  of  mere 
irregularity,  to  move  at  the  first  opportunity,  but  he  may  take 
advantage  of  the  defect  at  any  time. 

C  Mich.,  page  281.  Jacob  S.  Parrand  and  another  vs.  Benj. 
Bentley,  "  Defects  of  jurisdiction  cannot  be  waived  by  the 
parties." 
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6  Mich.,  page  193,  People  vs.  Hezekiah  Smith.  '-A  person 
charged  in  the  Eeeorder'a  court  ia  Detroit  witli  an  offense 
against  the  general  laws  of  the  State,  cannot  waive  his  right 
to  a  trial  by  jury," 

16  Mich.,  page  351,  Wm.  Hill  vs.  the  People.  "  It  appeared 
on  a  trial  for  murder  that  one  of  the  jurors  was  an  alien,  but 
the  fact  was  unknown  to  the  defendant  or  his  counsel  until 
after  the  verdict. 

"  Let  it  once  be  settled  that  a  defendant  may  thus  waive  this 
constitutional  right,  and  no  one  can  foresee  the  extent  of  the 
evils  which  might  follow. 

"But  the  whole  judicial  history  of  the  past  must  admonish 
us  that  very  serious  evils  should  be  apprehended,  and  that 
every  st«p  taken  in  that  direction  would  tend  to  increase  the 
danger.  One  act  of  neglect  might  be  recognized  as  a  waive  in 
one  case,  and  another  in  another,  until  the  constitutional  safe- 
guards might  be  substantially  frittered  away.  The  only  safe 
course  is  to  meet  the  danger  in  limine,  and  prevent  the  first 
step  in  the  wrong  direction." 

Now  we  take  this  position :  that  this  power,  vested  as  it  is  in 
the  House,  cannot  be  abridged,  taken  away,  transferred,  or  in 
any  way  meddled  with  by  any  other  tribunal — any  other 
authority — by  the  Legislature  itself.  That  body  have  this 
power,  and  it  is  confided  solely  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
They  are  to  act  alone, — independent  of  all  other  parties.  The 
Legislature  cannot,  by  law,  abridge  the  right  of  the  House  to 
impeach,  or  to  try  the  impeachment.  They  are  independent 
powers,  not  to  be  controlled  by  the  opinion  of  the  other  House 

[Mr.  Shipman  again  adverted  to  Mr.  Lawrence's  brietl] 

It  is  probable  that  no  Senator  supposed  that  the  third  sec- 
tion of  the  act  of  March  30th,  1873  was  intended  to  confer 
upon  the  Managers  this  power  of  impeachment  which  they 
have  attempted  to  exercise. 

I  will  call  the  attention  to  the  third  section  of  the  act,  which 
reads  as  follows : 
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"  Sec.  3.  When  an  impeachment  is  directed,  the  House  of 
Repreaentatives  shall  elect  from  their  own  body  three  mem- 
bers whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  prosecute  such  impeachment, 
and  the  House  of  Representatives  are  hereby  authorized  to 
empower  the  said  Managers  to  prepai-e  and  present  articles 
of  impeachment  in  accordance  with  the  resolutions  of  said 
House," 

The  first  three  lines  are  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution ; 
the  balance  is  made  entirely  out  of  new  cloth.  It  is  not  war- 
ranted, nor  is  there  any  authority  for  it  in  the  Constitution. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  House  or  any  of  the  Senators  sup- 
posed that  they  were  hy  that  act  conferring  upon  the  Mana- 
gers the  power  to  prepare  and  present  whatever  articles,  and 
put  in  such  charges,  as  they  had  a  mind  to.  The  act  gives 
them  authority  to  prepare  and  present  impeaohment  articles ; 
hut  it  was  not  intended  to  give  them  the  power  to  present 
them  to  the  Senate,  but  to  the  House. 

The  Senate  will  see  that  where  they  are  to  present  them  is 
not  mentioned;  and  the  act  being  silent  as  to  which  body  they 
are  to  present  them  to,  we  can  only  presume  that  the  common 
and  parliamentary  rule  was ' contemplated ;  and  by  that  they 
must  and  should  have  presented  them  to  the  House.  I  know 
nothing  as  to  the  intention,  only  as  I  read  it  from  the  law.  It 
seems  to  me  the  law  should  he  specific  on  that,  and  if  it  was 
intended  they  should  be  presented  to  the  Senate,  it  should 
have  stated,  they  may  have  the  power  "  to  prepare  and  present 
articles  of  impeachment  to  the  Senate  in  accordance  with  the 
resolutions  of  said  House,"  and  thus  have  brought  attention 
directly  to  it.  It  does  say  that,  and  hence  I  can  only  presume 
that  Senators  voted  for  it  presuming  they  were  to  be  presented 
to  the  House,  and  by  it  adopted.  But  I  say  if  it  were  other- 
wise, the  law  would  be  wholly  inoperative,  for  the  Constitntion 
is  imperative,  and  says  that  the  power  shall  remain  in  the 
House.  They  cannot  delegate  it  to  any  other  body  with  or 
without  the  aid  of  the  Senate. 
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Judicial  powers  vested  in  the  courts  by  the  Constitution 
caunot  be  conferred  on  notaries  public, — Oliandler  vs.  Nash,  5 
Mich.,  409;  or  upon  circuit  court  commissioners, — Walby  vs. 
Callender,  8  Mich.,  430;  and  Wm.  Clintock  vs.  Laing,  19 
Mich.,  300. 

The  reason  is  plain,  because  the  Constitution  has  speci6ed 
by  whom  this  power  shall  be  exercised,  and  there  it  muai. 
remain. 

The  House  cannot  divest  itself  or  be  divested  of  its  real 
powers;  they  cannot  be  delegated  to  an  inferior  authority. — 
Sedgwick  on  Statutory  Constitutional  Law,  164-6. 

Nor  are  these  speculative  or  abstract  questions.  Speaking 
of  what  comes  in  the  scope  of  them,  we  find  this  principal  pre- 
sented in  a  large  class  of  cases,  which  I  am  about  to  examine. 
I  read  from  Sedgwick  on  Statutory  Constitutional  Law  : 

"And  first,  of  cases  where  the  Legislature  has  sought  to 
divest  itself  of  its  real  powers.  Efforts  have  been  made,  in 
several  cases,  by  the  State  Legislatures,  to  relieve  themselves  of 
the  responsibility  of  their  functions  by  submitting  statutes 
to  the  will  of  the  people  in  their  primary  capacity.  But 
these  proceedings  have  been  held,  and  very  rightly,  to  be 
entirely  unconstitutional  and  invalid.  The  duties  of  legisla- 
tion are  not  to  be  exercised  by  the  people  at  large.  The  major- 
ity governs,  but  only  in  the  prescribed  form.  The  introduction 
of  practices  of  this  kind  would  remove  all  checks  on  hasty 
and  improvident  lesiglation,  and  greatly  diminish  the  benefits 
of  representative  government.  So  when  an  act  to  establish 
free  schools  was,  by  its  terms,  directed  to  be  submitted  to  the 
electors  of  the  State,  to  become  a  law  only  in  case  a  majority 
of  the  votes  were  given  in  its  favor,  it  was  held  in  New  York 
that  the  whole  proceeding  was  entirely  void.  '  The  Legisla- 
ture,' said  the  Court  of  Appeals,  'has  no  power  to  make  euoh 
submission,  nor  had  the  people  the  power  to  bind  each  other 
by  acting  upon  it.  They  voluntarily  surrendered  the  power 
when  they  adopted  the  Constitution.    The  government  of  this 
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State  is  democratic,  but  it  is  a  representative  democracy,  and 
in  passing  general  laws  tte  people  act  only  through  the  Legis- 
lature.' In  Pennsylvania,  in  the  case  of  an  excise  statute,  the 
same  stern  and  salutary  doctrine  lias  been  applied.  In  some 
of  the  more  recent  State  constitutions,  this  rule  has  been  a 
part  of  the  fundamental  law.  So  in  Indiana  the  principle  is 
now  framed  into  a  constitutional  provision  which  vests  the 
legislative  authority  in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  declares  that  *  no  law  shall  be  passed,  the  taking 
effect  of  which  shall  depend  upon  any  authority  except  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Constitution.'  Under  these  provisions,  it  has 
been  held  that  so  much  of  an  act  as  relates  to  its  submission  to 
the  popular  vote  was  null  and  void." 

For  the  same  reason  that  a  Legislature  cannot  return  or 
throw  back  upon  the  people  the  duty  of  making  laws,  its 
powers  cannot  bo  delegated  by  it  to  any  inferior  authority. 
"It  will  not  be  contended,"  says  Marshall,  C.  J.,  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  States,  "that  Congress  can 
delegate  to  the  courts,  or  to  any  other  tribunals,  powers  which 
are  strictly  legislative." 

This  is  as  to  the  general  power  of  the  Legislature  to  dele- 
gate its  authority;  but  it  is  a  well-established  rule  that  all 
bodies  on  whom  powers  are  conferred  mast  exercise  them. 
When  a  power  is  conferred  on  one,  it  cannot  be  exercised  by 
two;  and  where  it  is  conferred  upon  two,  it  cannot  be  exercised 
by  one.  It  must  be  exercised  by  the  party  on  whom  the  law 
confers  it,  and  in  which  it  is  vested.  This  same  general  prin- 
ciple applies  in  legislative  proceedingias  well  as  in  any  others, 

I  call  attention  to  Cooley's  Constitutional  Limitations,  page 
116. 

"Those  matters  which  the  Constitution  specifically  confides 
to  him  (the  Executive)  the  Legislature  cannot  take  from  his 
control." 

"  One  of  the  settled  maxims  in  constitutional  law  is,  that 
the  power  conferred  upon  the  Legislature  to  make  laws  can- 
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not  be  delegated  by  that  depai-ttnent  to  any  other  body  or 
authority.  Where  the  sovereign  of  the  Stat*  has  located  the 
authority,  there  it  must  remain;  and  by  the  constitutional 
agency  alone  the  laws  must  be  made  until  the  Constitution 
itself  is  changed.  The  power  to  whose  judgment,  wisdom, 
and  patriotism  this  high  prerogative  has  been  intrusted  cannot 
relieve  itself  of  the  responsibility  by  choosing  other  agencies 
upon  which  the  power  shall  be  devolved,  nor  can  it  substitute 
the  judgment,  wisdom,  and  patriotism  of  any  other  body  for 
those  to  which  alone  the  people  have  seen  fit  to  confide  this 
sovereign  trust." 

He  says  "those  powers  cannot  be  delegated,''  Tlic  same 
reasoning  precisely,  and  the  same  rule  obtains,  where  powers 
are  delegated  to  either  one  of  the  bodies  separately.  Where  it 
is  confided  to  the  judgment,  wisdom,  or  patriotism  of  that 
body  separately,  it  cannot  be  exercised  by  any  other  body,  nor 
can  the  power  be  delegated;  the  judgment  of  no  other  men 
or  body  can  be  substituted. 

In  the  case  of  Collins  vs.  The  People,  3d  Mich.,  the  old  Sn- 
preme  Court  of  this  State  were  unanimous  that  the  power  to 
make  laws  could  not  be  delegated  by  the  Legislature  to  the 
people  themselves,  the  original  source  of  power.  "  Where  any 
power  is  conferred  upon  either  department  of  the  government, 
it  is  conclusive  and  absolute,  and  cannot  be  delegated." 

It  is  just  the  same  where  the  power  is  conferred  upon  the 
Executive.  I  will  call  attention  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  How- 
ard, to  be  found  in  the  3d  volume  of  Andrew  Johnson's  trial : 
"They  regard  it  as  settled  doctrine  needing  no  special  recog- 
nition, though  it  is  clearly  recognized  in  the  second  section, 
requiring  the  President  to  report  the  causes  of  a  suspension, 
and  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  them,  before  tlie  suspension 
can  result  in  a  removal.  Such,  I  say,  was  the  theory  of  the 
bill ;  the  fundamental  idea  upon  which  it  was  framed  was  that 
the  power  of  removal  belonged  by  the  Constitution  to  the 
President  and  the  Senate  exclusively,  and  not  to  the  President 
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alone.  If  it  belongs  to  the  President  alone,  then  the  first  sec- 
tion, including  the  proviso,  and  the  second  section,  providing 
for  a  suspension  before  removal,  are  totally  void  for  unconsti- 
tutionality, for  Congress  cannot  meddle  with  a  power  that 
belongs  solely  to  him.  Such  being  manifestly  the  theory  of 
the  bill,  such  the  undoubted  opinion  of  both  Houses,  it  would 
have  been  strange  indeed  for  tbsm  to  abandon  the  very  princi- 
ple upon  which  the  bill  was  framed,  and  to  recognize  iu  the 
proviso  the  odious  claim  of  the  President  to  exercise  the  sole 
power  of  removal  of  the  then  existing  heads  of  departments. 
It  was  an  nncalled-for  renunciation  of  the  very  power  under 
which  they  could  act,  if  they  could  act  at  all,  on  the  subject." 

The  same  rule  obtains  here.  The  Legislatui-e  cannot  meddle 
with  the  powers  that  belong  solely  to  the  House.  On  page  115 
of  Cooley's  Coustitutional  Limitations,  I  find  this : 

"  That  such  powers  as  are  specially  conferred  by  the  Consti- 
tution on  the  Governor,  or  any  specified  officer,  the  Legislatare 
cannot  confer  upon  any  other  officer  or  authority,  and  from 
those  duties  which  the  Constitution  require  of  him  he  cannot 
he  excused." 

Now,  I  ask  the  question,  Cau  a  committee,  or  can  Managers, 
possess  powers  of  impeaching  civil  officers?  They  have  the 
power  under  this  law,  or  they  have  not.  If  they  have  the 
power,  it  no  longer  rests  in  the  House.  The  power  is  passed 
to  them,  and  ia  vested  in  them,  and  it  cannot  be  taken  from 
them  without  a  repeal  of  the  law. 

Let  me  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  the  Managers  shall 
choose  to  not  file  articles  of  impeachment  when  asked  by  the 
House;  suppose  they  consider  the  offense  trivial,  or  for  any 
other  reason  they  will  not  file  the  articles,  what  will  the  House 
do  ?  How  can  it  get  back  its  powers  ?  Only  by  repealing  the 
law.  If  the  Esecutive  should  veto  the  repeal,  it  would  take  a 
two-thirds  vote  to  pass  it  over  the  veto ;  and  thus  the  House 
could  only  exercise  a  power  vested  by  the  Constitution  in  a 
majority  of  the  members  elected,  by  a  two-thirds  vote.    But 
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can  the  House  abrogate  its  powers  ?  I  deny  it.  If  any  part 
can  be  delegated,  all  can.  When  jou  admit  any  part  of  it 
may,  yon  admit  the  whole  can.  As  to  how  much  shall  be  dele- 
gated is  a  question  of  policy  only. 

Now  I  ask,  can  this  power  be  turned  over  entirely  to  the  Man- 
agers ?  If  not,  can  any  part  of  it  ?  The  heart  of  the  power  is 
attempted  to  be  executed  by  the  Managers,— the  part  to  say 
who  shall  or  who  shall  not  be  presented  to  the  Senate  for  trial- 
Take  that  out,  what  is  left?  The  King  could  not  impeach! 
Where  do  the  Managers  get  this  more  than  regal  power  ?  Can 
the  people  take  this  power,  which  is  so  plain  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, from  the  Legislature  ?  I  think  not.  There  is  no  power 
safe  in  the  Constitution  if  they  can  do  that.  The  bounds  of 
power,  under  that  Constitution,  are  fixed  In  the  instrnment 
itself.  It  not  only  says  that  the  House  shall  have  the  power 
to  impeach,  hut  that  it  shall  have  the  sole  power.  Can  you 
ride  oyer  that  language  and  give  away  the  power?  The  Sen- 
ate are  entirely  excluded  from  participation  in  it.  To  the 
House  is  given  the  "sole  power."  The  word  "sole,"  as  here 
used,  means  "single;  being  or  acting  without  another ;  only." 
(Webster's  Diet,  "  Sole.")  It  was  intended  by  this  to  compel 
the  House  to  act  alone  in  the  matter  and  exclude  all  interfer- 
ence by  the  Senate.  To  the  Senate  is  given  the  sole  power  to 
try  impeachments,  although  the  language  is  not  so  exclusive 
as  in  the  clause  in  regard  to  the  House.  Can  the  House  inter- 
fere with  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  the  matter  ?  Can  you 
not  act  wholly  independent  of  them  ?  Could  the  Legislature 
itself — both  Houses  with  the  addition  of  the  Governor — inter- 
fere with  your  judgment?  I  apprehend  not.  It  is  monstrous 
to  suppose  anything  of  the  kind.  And  yet,  the  power  is  not 
given  to  you  any  more  exclusively  than  who  shall  be  impeached 
is  to  the  House.  The  language  is  not  so  exclusive,  but  the 
Senate  is  entirely  independent  of  the  House.  Suppose  that 
a  law  should  be  passed  giving  to  the  Senators  a  right  to 
appoint  a  committee  and  bring  in  a  verdict  in  this  matter, — 
18 
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giving  that  power  to  the  Senate:  Could  the  Senators  go 
home,  as  did  the  House,  leaving  it  with  the  committee? 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  finding?  Is  it  necessary  to 
take  the  time  of  the  Senate  arguing  such  a  proposition  as  that? 
But  that  is  exactly  the  proposition  here,  for  this  law  delegates 
to  a  committee  of  the  House  the  power  to  impeach  civil  offi- 
cers. In  the  case  of  Gillespie,  to  which  I  have  heretofore 
called  the  attention  of  the  Senate, — the  Nehraaka  case, — 
charges  were  presented  by  the  House  and  withdrawn  after- 
wardsj  showing  it  was  left  to  their  judgment  as  to  what  they 
would  do  and  when  they  would  do  it. 

I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  opinion  of  Sen- 
ator Sherman,  in  the  Andrew  Jackson  impeachment  case,  vol. 
3,  p.  15 : 

"  And,  above  all,  we  must  guard  against  making  crimes  out 
of  mere  political  difference!,  or  the  abuse  of  the  freedom  of 
speech,  or  of  the  exhibition  of  personal  weakness,  wrath,  or 
imbecility.  We  do  not  confer  the  office  of  President,  and  may 
not  take  it  away  except  for  crimes  or  misdemeanors.  The  peo- 
ple alone  may  convict  and  condemn  for  such  ofienses.  The 
Senate  may  not  trespass  upon  the  jurisdiction  of  the  people 
without  itself  being  guilty  of  usurpation  and  tyranny.  Better 
far  to  submit  to  a  temporary  evi],  than  to  shake  the  founda- 
tions of  the  civil  superstructure  established  by  the  Constitu- 
tion, by  enlarging  our  jurisdiction  so  as  to  punish,  by  removal 
from  office,  the  utmost  latitude  of  discussion,  crimination,  and 
recrimination,  which,  so  long  as  it  is  unaccompanied  by  unlaw- 
ful acts,  is  but  the  foolish  vaporing  of  liberty. 

"The  Honse  of  Eepresentatives  of  the  Thirty-ninth  Con- 
gress refused  to  rest  an  accusation  upon  these  speeches,  and 
so  of  the  present  House,  until  other  acts  of  a  different  char- 
acter induced  these  articles  of  impeachment." 

The  power  being  in  the  House  and  they  having  passed  upon 
a  matter  confided  to  their  judgment,  he  did  not  propose  to 
review  it. 
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In  the  January  number  of  the  "Atlantic"  for  1867,  page 
89, 1  find  a  few  lines  wliieh  I  desire  to  read  on  the  question 
raised  here,  Althoagh  this  is  only  a  magazine  article,  it  is 
entitled  to  some  force.  The  qiiestion  they  arc  discussing  is 
for  what  offenses  officers  may  be  impeached : 

"  What  then,  is  the  meaning  of '  high  crimes  and  misdemean- 
ors'  for  which  a  President  can  be  removed?  Keither  the 
Constitution  nor  the  statutes  have  determined.  It  follows, 
therefore,  tliat  the  House  must  judge  for  what  offenses  it  will 
present  articles,  and  the  Senate  decide  for  what  it  will  convict. 
And  from  the  very  nature  of  the  wrongs  for  which  impeach- 
ment is  the  sole  adequate  remedy,  as  well  as  from  the  fact  that 
the  office  of  the  President  and  all  its  duties  and  relations,  are 
new,  it  is  essential  that  they  should  be  uudefined;  otherwise 
there  would  be  no  security  for  the  State, 

"But  it  does  not  hy  any  means  follow  that,  therefore,  either 
the  House  or  the  Senate  can  act  arbitrarily,  or  that  there  are 
not  rules  for  the  guidance  of  their  conduct.  The  terms  'high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,'  like  many  other  terms  ajid  phrases 
used  in  the  Constitution,  as,  for  instance  '  pardon,' '  lutbeas  cor- 
pus' '  ex  post  facto,'  and  the  term  '  impeachment '  itself,  had  a 
settled  meaning  at  the  time  of  establishing  the  Constitution. 
There  was  no  need  of  definition,  for  it  was  left  to  the  House 
as  exhibitors,  and  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  Senate  as  judges 
of  the  articles,  to  apply  well-understood  terms,  mutatis 
mutandis,  to  new  circnmstances,  as  the  exigencies  of  state, 
and  the  ends  for  which  the  Constitution  was  established,  should 
require. 

"  The  subject-matter  was  new.  The  President  was  a  new 
oificer  of  state.  His  duties,  his  relations  to  the  various 
branches  of  government  and  to  the  people,  his  powers,  his 
oaths,  functions,  duties,  responsibilities,  were  all  new.  In  some 
respects  old  customs  and  laws  were  a  guide ;  in  others,  there 
was  neither  precedent  nor  analogy.  But  the  common-law 
principle  was  to  be  applied  to  the  ]ie\v  matters  accoi'ding  to 
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their  exigency,  as  the  commoji  law  of  contraeU  and  of  carriers 
is  applied  to  carriage  by  eteamboats  and  railroads,  to  corpora- 
tions and  expresses,  which  have  come  into  esistenee  centuries 
-since  tlie  law  was  established, 

"  Impeachment,  the  presentment  of  (he  most  solemn  grand 
inquest  of  the  Icingdom,  liad  been  in  use  from  the  earliest 
■days  of  the  English  constitution  and  government. 

"The  terms  'high  crimes  and  misdemeanors'  in  their 
natural  sense  embrace  a  very  large  field  of  actions.  Tliey  are 
broad  enough  to  cover  all  criminal  misconduct  of  the  Presi- 
dent,— all  acts  of  commission  or  omission  forbidden  by  tlie 
■Constitution  and  the  laws.  To  the  word  '  misdemeanor,'  in- 
deed, is  naturally  attached  a  yet  broader  signification,  which 
would  embrace  personal  character  and  behavior  as  well  as  the 
proprieties  of  official  conduct.  Nor  was,  nor  is  there,  any  just 
reason  why  it  should  be  restricted  in  this  direction ;  for,  in 
establishing  a  permanent  national  government,  to  insure  pu- 
rity and  dignity,  to  secure  the  confidence  of  his  own  people, 
and  command  the  respect  of  foreign  powers,  it  is  not  unfit 
that  civil  oSicers,  and  most  especially  the  highest  of  all,  the 
head  of  the  people,  shonld  be  answerable  for  personal 
demeanor. 

"  The  term  '  misdemeanor '  was  likewise  used  to  designate 
iill  legal  offenses  lower  than  felonies, — all  the  minor  transgres- 
sions, all  public  wrongs  not  felonious  in  character.  The  com- 
mon law  punished  whatever  acts  were  productive  of  disturb- 
jtnce  to  the  public  peace,  or  tended  to  incite  the  commission 
of  crime,  or  to  injure  the  health  or  morals  of  the  people,  such 
iis  profanity,  drunkenness,  challenging  to  fight,  solicitous  to 
the  commission  of  crime,  carrying  infection  through  the  streets, 
— an  endless  variety  of  offenses." 

In  flue,  it  may  almost  be  said,  that  for  a  President  to  have 
done  anything  Which  he  ought  not  to  have  done,  or  to  have 
Jeft  undone  anything  which  he  ought  to  have  done,  is  just 
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cause  for  bis  impeacliment,  if  the  Honse  by  a  majority  vote 
feels  called  on  to  Diake  it  the  ground  of  charges,  and  the  Sen- 
ate by  a  two-thirds  vote  determines  it  to  be  sufficient.  For  the 
safety  of  the  State  is  the  supreme  law,  and  these  bodies  are  the 
final  judges  thereof. 

It  follows  that  the  House  make  the  charges,  for  what 
offenses  they  will,  and  the  Senate  decide.  The  Senate  will 
remember,  also,  that  the  House  have  the  power  not  to  present 
articles  against  an  officer,  whatever  he  may  have  done.  They 
have  the  power  absolutely  io  pardon  a  man.  I  care  not  how 
gmat  the  offense  may  be,  yon  cannot  compel  the  House  to 
bring  articles  of  impeachment  against  him.  If  they  say  they 
have  not  charges  enough  to  hold,  it  amounts  to  an  acquittal. 
That  ia  the  only  power  tliere  is  under  the  Constitution  of  this 
State  to  pai-don  an  official  offense,  and  it  cannot  be  any  more 
interfered  with  than  if  the  power  was  vested  in  the  Executive. 
Can  the  Senate  delegate  to  a  committee  powers  upon  which 
the  judgment  of  the  Senate  is  required?  Can  the  Senate  and 
House  confer  upon  the  committees  appointed  by  each,  power 
to  make  laws,  and  go  home,  leaving  them  to  do  it?  The  idea 
is  preposterous,  of  course,  and  yet  it  is  not  more  remarkable 
than  the  exercise  of  the  power  attempted  in  this  case.  For 
the  power  to  make  laws  is  not  given  in  more  exclusive  terms 
in  the  Constitution  than  the  power  of  impeachment.  It  is  not 
more  confided  to  the  judgment  of  the  two  Houses  than  is  the 
power  to  say  who  shall  be  impeached  confided  to  one  House, 
And  it  will  be  observed,  also,  that  this  business  is  to  be  done 
as  other  legislative  business  is  done, — the  charges  to  be  sup- 
ported as  other  charges  arc.  The  House  need  a  committee 
when  they  are  to  make  an  investigation,  and  determine 
whether  it  is  advisable  to  put  an  officer  ou  trial.  But  the 
powers  of  the  Managers  are  defined  in  the  Constitution  itself. 
They  can  have  no  other  powers  than  those  given  them, — these 
exclude  all  other  powers. 

The  question  of  construction  of  constitutional  powers,  I 
apprehend,  yon  are  too  familiar  with  to  require  any  extended 
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I  will  call  your  attention  to  Cooky's  Conatitu- 
lional  Limitationa,  p.  64 : 

"Another  rule  of  construction  is,  that  when  the  Constitu- 
tion defines  the  circumstances  under  which  a  right  may  be 
exercised  or  a  penalty  imposed,  the  specification  is  an  implied 
prohibition  against  legislatue  interference  with  the  condition, 
or  to  extend  the  penalty  to  other  cases.  On  this  ground  it 
has  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Maryland,  that  where 
the  Constitution  defined  the  qualifications  of  an  ofQeer,  it  was 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  change  or  superadd  to 
them,  unless  the  power  to  do  so  was  expressly,  or  by  necessary 
implication  conferred  by  the  Constitution  itself." 

To  give  a  f  1 1  ir  U  stration  of  the  construction  of  a  stat- 
ute, suppose  it  sho  11  read  this  way:  "For  administering  an 
affidavit  ii  oflicer  i=hall  be  entitled  to  twenty-flve  cents;"  that 
simply  mea  s  tl  at  he  si  ail  not  have  any  more  than  that ;  it  is 
a  limitation.  So  the  powers  of  the  Managers  are  specified  by 
like  language  and  they  cannot  exercise  greater  powers.  Taken 
aU  together,  the  power  of  the  House,  and  the  power  given  to 
the  Managers  form  one  harmonious  method  of  procedure, — 
each  having  its  duties  marked  out.  The  House  have  the  right 
to  impeach.    The  Managers  are  the  counsel  in  the  matter. 

I  ask,  is  it  safe  or  wise  to  substitute  the  heated  deliberations 
of  a  committee  for  that  of  the  House  ?  The  Constitution 
itself  has  given  it  to  the  House  and  marked  out  the  power  of 
the  Managers,  Would  it  be  safe  or  judicious  to  substitute  the 
judgment  of  a  committee,  some  of  whom  are  friendly  to  the 
measure  which  is  inh'oduced  or  fi-iendly  to  the  party  against 
whom  the  accusation  is  made  ? 

Story  on  the  Constitution,  Section  ?43,  reads  as  follows: 

"Upon  the  subject  of  impeachments,  something  has  already 
been  said  iu  treating  of  that  branch  of  the  Constitution  which 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Representatives  the  sole  power  of 
impeachment.  Upon  the  propriety  of  delegating  the  power  it 
is  unnecessary  to  enlarge.  But  the  next  inquiry  natarally 
presented  is,  By  what  tribunal  thall  nn  impeachment  be  fried  ? 
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It  ia  obviously  incorrect  in  theory,  and  against  the  general 
principles  of  jnatice,  that  the  same  tribunal  should  at  once 
be  accusers  and  the  judges ;  that  they  should  first  decide  upon 
the  verity  of  the  accusation,  and  then  try  the  offenders.  The 
first  object  iu  the  administration  of  justice  is,  or  ought  to  be, 
to  secure  an  impartial  trial.  This  is  so  fuudameutal  a  rule  in 
all  republican  goyerunieuts,  that  it  can  require  little  reasoning 
to  support  it ;  and  the  only  surprise  is,  that  it  could  ever  have 
been  overlooked." 

The  nest  inquiry  is  by  what  tribunal  the  impeachment  is  to 
be  tried  ?  There  has  never  been  a  question  but  that  this  power 
ought  to  remain  in  the  House,  where  the  Constitution  has 
placed  it,  although  that  ought  not  to  be  a  thing  for  the  Court 
to  be  iufluenced  by.  The  only  question  is,  whether  the  Consti- 
tution has  placed  it  there  ?  If  it  has,  that  should^  bo  the  end 
of  it.  In  Hardy's  case,  in  California,  I  believe  that  attorneys 
were  employed,  by  the  direction  of  the  House,  to  conduct  the 
trial  before  the  Senate,  If  that  was  proper,  and  it  was  done  in 
that  ease,  I  submit  to  the  Senate  if  they  could  not  as  well  con- 
fer on  tbe  attorneys  the  power  to  impeach,  as  upon  the  Manag- 
ers? Their  duties  were  precisely  the  same  as  those  of  the 
attorneys  employed  with  them.  The  preparation  of  the  articles 
of  impeachment,  and  the  getting  of  testimony  before  the 
House  to  support  them,  was  simply  committee  work, — a  method 
of  getting  it  before  the  House  that  must  have  employed  some 
agencies. 

It  is  not  necessary  tbat  the  Legislature  should  be  in  session 
for  a  committee  to  work.  If  they  can  give  them  this  power  at 
all,  why  not  authorize  them  to  do  ifc  when  not  in  session? 
Committees  can  perform  their  work  as  well  when  the  Legisla- 
ture is  not  in  session  as  when  they  are.  "Would  it  not  be 
advisable  to  have  a  standing  committee  of  impeacbnient  to 
prepare  articles  against  an  officer,  when,  in  their  opinion,  there 
exists  just  cause  for  doing  so  ?  Kow,  if  a  committee  can  be 
appointed  at  all,  it  can  be  made  a  standing  committee,  and 
after  they  have  gone  all  over  the  officers  at  the  capita!,  they 
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can  have  a  general  commiBsion,  and  go  roaming  over  the  State 
seeking  what  ofBcers  they  may  devonr.  Must  this  great, 
terrible  power,  eo  carefully  guarded  and  restricted  to  the  House, 
be  put  to  such  base  uses?  Why  have  the  people  planted  it 
so  firmly  in  the  Constitiitioii  if  they  intended  it  should  be 
used  in  that  way  ?  This  power  to  impeach,  and  the  proceed- 
ing itself,  has  somewhat  fallen  into  disuse  of  late  years.  The 
old  rule  generally  was,  "  Do  we  wish  to  get  rid  of  this  officer  ?"' 
If  they  did,  impeachment  was  a  coavenieut  means  of  doing  it, 
but  it  was  supposed  to  hare  had  its  day.  Recently,  however,  it 
has  revived ;  and  at  this  time  io  several  of  the  States  are  pend- 
ing impeachment  proceedings.  I  believe  I  have  cited  those  that 
are  pending  and  have  not  yet  been  decided.  I  will  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  March  number  of  the  "  Atlan- 
tic," pages  386-7,  on  this  very  question.  Speaking  of  the  im- 
peachment in  Louisiana,  it  aaye: 

"Such  is  impeachment  in  Louisiana;  it  differs,  rather  in 
degree  than  in  kind,  from  impeachment  in  the  other  Southern 
States.  In  the  Arkansas  case,  one  of  the  steps  in  the  trial 
was  the  boarding  in  and  nailing  up  of  the  Governor  within 
the  executive  chamber  by  the  impeachers. 

"  The  prevalence  of  proceedings  of  this  kind  may  be 
explained  by  the  assumption  of  an  extraordinary  degree  of 
corruption  on  the  part  of  the  vurious  administrafars  impeached. 
But  the  difficulty  with  this  explanation  is,  that  in  most  of 
the  States  in  which  the  proceedings  have  been  begun,  the 
whole  State  government  is  so  hopelessly  corrupt,  that  there  is 
very  little  difference  betwen  one  part  and  another.  An  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  of  any  Sonthem  State  to 
reform  the  government  out  of  pare  love  of  virtue,  is  not  a 
probable  political  movement.  There  is  little  to  choose  between 
the  impeacher  and  the  impeached.  An  impeachment  trial  in 
the  Southern  States  is  what  it  was  predicted  such  trials  wonid 
become, — nothing  but  a  parliamentary  device  for  getting  rid 
of  a  political  eaemy. 
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"If  the  absurdity  and  wickedness  of  these  mock  trials  at 
length  convinces  people  of  the  adeurdity  of  high  comrts  of 
impeachment,  the  result  will  he  a  fortiinate  one.  Impeach- 
ment was  an  English  process  in  vogue  at  the  period  ivhen  Eng- 
land was  goyenied,  not  only  nominally  hut  xeally,  by  King, 
Lords,  and  Commons, — a  period,  too,  when  a  public  ofCee  was 
not  a  trust  but  private  property.  The  courts  were  servants  of 
the  Crown,  and  of  course  in  political  sympathy  with  the  power 
to  which  they  owed  their  existence.  In  such  a  state  of  society 
the  trial  of  an  oflicial  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  was 
not  simply  a  trial, — it  was  a  grave  political  event,  and  there  was 
great  propriety  in  bringing  the  accused  before  a  large  and  pow- 
erful court.  And  it  should  be  remembered  also  that  the  House 
of  Lords  in  England,  unhlte  the  Senate  in  the  various  States 
and  the  United  States,  has  always  been  a  judicial  body,  with 
legal  traditions.  All  these  considerations  are  made  in  favor  of 
the  English  system  for  England  at  the  time  of  its  introduction 
here.  In  America,  on  the  other  hand,  high  courts  of  impeach- 
ment are  as  out  of  place  as  trials  for  ti-eason.  The  feoKng  that 
the  government  is  a  body  apart  from  the  people,  with  proceed- 
ings of  its  own,  responsibilities  of  its  own,  has  no  place  in  tlie 
modern  order  of  society.  With  us  an  office  is  a  theory,  and 
should  be,  in  fact,  a  trust ;  and  there  is  no  more  reason  that  pub- 
lic trustees,  who  have  violated  their  trusts,  should  be  prosecuted 
in  a  high  court  of  impeachment  than  that  such  a  court  should 
be  organized  for  the  trial  of  men  like  Eisk  and  Gould.  Impeach- 
ment is  frequently  spoken  of  as  if  intended  for  the  trial  of  a 
peculiar  class  of  crimes.  School-boys  are  taught  that  impeach- 
ments are  applied  not  altogether  to  strictly  legal  offenses,  but 
to  those  of  a  political  nature,  of  an  extraordinary  chai'acter, 
and  to  misdemeanors  in  ofEce  and  violations  of  public  trust 
which  can  scarcely  be  provided  for  beforehand,  or  defined  by 
positive  law,  or  judged  by  technical  niles.  For  impeachers, 
this  is  certainly  a  very  convenient  explanation,  inasmuch  as 
19 
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it  obviates  all  difficulty  of  definition  by  declaring  at  the  out- 
set the  imposeibility  of  any  definition  at  all.  But  a  tribunal 
which  tries  crimes  neither  legal  nor  political  has  too  vague  a 
jurisdiction  for  our  day.  Political  mysteries  belong  to  the 
jiast.  Crimea  of  such  an  extraordinary  character  that  they 
cannot  be  provided  for  beforehand,  or  defined  by  positive  law, 
may  safely  be  left  to  be  dealt  with  as  they  arise." 

Impeachment  then  is  au  evil,  and  the  qiiestion  is,  what  is  to 
take  its  place?  Now  there  are  many  considerations  in  that, 
which  will  at  once  address  themselves  to  the  common  sense  of 
the  people  living  in  oiir  day.  Uunless  it  be  a  very  extreme  and 
e^ftraordinary  case,  the  power  should  not,  in  any  ease,  be  exer- 
cised. The  courts  are  open,  and  if  any  of  the  ofienses  which 
are  charged  against  this  respondent  in  these  articles  have  been 
committed  by  him,  why  do  they  not  talte  him  into  court  ? 
Why  not  prosecute  bim  there  for  them  ?  Why  put  the  State 
to  the  expense  of  this  trial?  I  can  safely  say  it  will  not  last 
as  long  as  the  Warren  Hastings,  which  lasted  some  six  years,-— 
but  it  will  last  some  considerable  time,  and  it  would  be  much 
clieaper  and  just  as  effective  to  try  him  in  the  courts. 

These  questions  which  I  have  presented  toilcb  the  funda- 
mental law  of  the  State.  They  are  questions  i-elating  to  the 
organic  law.  I  stand  here  with  all  due  deference  to  this  high 
presence,  but  not  hesitating  to  say  that  for  the  Senate  to  go  on 
and  try  this  case  would  be  inflicting  an  injury  upon  the  State 
gi-eater  than  twenty  Commissioners  could  do.  It  would  be 
violating  the  organic  law  of  the  State,  which  it  is  their  dnty 
to  support;  and,  furthermore,  I  submit,  if  a  judge  should 
attempt  to  exercise  his  authority  and  entertain  jurisdiction  of 
a  case  obtained  by  such  a  violation  of  the  Constitution,  he 
conld  be  impeached  and  convicted  ?  I  am  not  putting  this 
too  strong,  because  it  is  an  important  question,  affecting  the 
Constitution  of  this  State.  It  is  by  no  means  a  technical  ques- 
tion. It  is  a  question  to  which  attaches  additional  importance 
from  the  fact  that  this  is  the  first  trial  ia  the  State.    It  will 
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necessarily  draw  to  it  the  attention  of  the  whole  judieiai-y,  bar, 
and  the  people ;  and  the  newspapers,  too,  will  discuss  it,  and 
it  ia  either  to  become  a  precedent  for  the  State  to  act  mton  or 
something  to  shun.  It  is  then  jonr  high  duty  that  this  ques- 
tioa  shoald  be  decided  correctly,  but  it  is  quite  immaterial,  in 
view  of  its  magnitude,  which  way  it  is  to  be  decided  so  far  as 
this  respondent  is  concerned.  It  will  be  but  a  little  while 
before  the  court,  counsel,  and  accused  shall  have  passed  away, 
but  the  record  that  will  be  left  here  will  remain  for  all  time. 
It  will  he  an  interpretation  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State, 
the  first  that  has  ever  been  attempted  by  the  Senate  acting  as 
a  Court  of  Impeachment,  and  which  may  become  of  vast 
importance.  Whatever  may  be  the  feelings  or  prejudices  of 
to-day,  they  aro  but  transient;  their  memory  can  in  no  way 
influence  the  judgment  of  the  future,  and  it  is  for  the  future 
you  are  deciding  this  case.  The  judgment  that  you  shall  ren- 
der upon  this  matter  is  one  that  is  to  endure  jmd  govern  them. 

I  appeal  to  the  Senate  as  public  men — as  enlightened  states- 
men— to  take  a  broad  constitutional  view  of  this  question.  I 
submit  to  the  Senate  that  it  is  impossible  to  strike  this 
respondent  unless  you  strilcc  through  the  Constitution  itself. 
Will  you  do  it  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  granting  tlw 
motion  offered  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent.  Do  the 
Honorable  Managers  wish  to  be  heai^d  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  President:  I  have  but  a  very 
few  words  to  say  witli  regai-d  to  this  case,  in  reply  to  the  long 
argument  which  has  been  made,  and  if  the  gentleman  who  is 
to  succeed  me  will  be  as  brief  as  I  shall  be,  I  hope  that  we  siiall 
close  up  our  side  of  the  argument  by  the  time  the  clock  strilft?s 
four. 

While  the  gentleman  has  so  copiously  quoted  from  tlie 
authorities  which  he  has  cited;  while  he  was  seeking  to 
entrench  himself  so  strongly  on  the  precedents  which  he  has 
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brotight  before  you  from  other  States,  from  other  courts  and 
countrieB,  I  conld  not  but  wish,  although  I  could  not  avail 
myself  of  it  to  argue  this  ease  at  any  great  length,  that  he  did 
not  carry  out  his  analogy,  and  give  ns  notice  of  this  motion, 
a  motion  which  simply  amounts  to  an  answer,  and  which,  if 
successful,  must  entirely  dispose  of  this  ease,  and  necessitate 
a  judgment  of  aequittal  here, — lor  that  is  the  only  judgment 
which  thia  Court  can  render.  Tliis  would  have  carried  out 
the  understanding  which  all  parties  had  at  the  time  of  the 
last  adjournment  of  this  Court.  But  the  gentleman  has  not 
seen  fit  to  do  it.  But  our  desire  at  the  present  time  to  speed 
the  trial  of  this  case  as  rapidly  as  the  public  interests  here 
involved  will  permit  us  to  do,  compels  us  at  this  time  to  pro- 
ceed to  answering  the  argument  without  asking  any  further 
preparation  than  we  have  been  able  to  make  while  the  argu- 
ment itself  was  proceeding.  But,  near  the  close  of  the  argu- 
ment, a  single  word  escaped  from  the  gentleman  which  let  a 
little  light  in  upon  my  mind.  He  referred  to  the  trial  of 
Warren  Hastings,  and  he  threatened  that  this  trial  should  be 
as  long  as  that, — or  that  it  might  be  as  long. 

Mr.  Shipman— I  did  not  intend  to  say  that  it  should  be  as 
long. 

Mr,  Manager  Cochrane — I  will  take  it  back.  You  said  it 
might  be  as  long.  I  understood  you  that  it  was  likely  to  be  of 
very  great  length.  I  say  that  reference  let  in  a  little  light 
upon  my  mind  in  reference  to  this  case,  and  that  was,  that  we 
were  brought  here,  perhaps,  to  listen  to  long  arguments.  We 
shall  probably  have  occasion  to  make  some  ourselves.  While 
the  trial  of  Warren  Hastings  lasted  eight  years  and  failed 
finally  because  it  lasted  eight  years,  if  this  trial  can  be  pro- 
crastinated eight  months  it  will  fail  for  the  want  of  a  respond- 
ent. That  may  be  the  course  which  is  to  he  pursued  here ; 
for  if  the  respondent  is  ont  of  office  we  have  got  nothing 
further  to  do  with  him. 
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The  counsel  here  has  invented  a  most  beaiitifni  syllogism, 
ami  he  has  labored  at  it  nith  great  effort.  And  what  is 
it?  It  is  one  thiit  is  worthy  of  Aristotle  or  any  othtT  master 
of  logic. 

He  says  here  that  the  Constitution  gives  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  the  whole  power  of  impeachment.  Who 
denies  it  ?  We  udmilTit.  He  says  here  that  the  Managers  are 
not  the  House  of  Representatives.  Now  we  are  too  modest  to 
claim  that.  AVe  never  did  claim  it;  I,  for  one,  have  never 
thought  of  claiming  it,  and  I  presume  my  co-Managers  do  not 
claim  it.  But  what  is  the  conclusion  ?  He  says,  then,  that, 
therefore,  the  Managers  cannot  impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  this  Land  Office.  Is  there  any  doubt  of  it, 
if  his  premises  ta'a  correct, — and  we  do  not  deny  them,  not 
one  particle.  But  tJiere  is,  Mr.  President,  a  fatal  error  in  that. 
His  eutire  argument  has  been  upon  one  basis,  and  that  is  that 
the  articles  of  impeachment  constituted  the  impeachment 
itself.  And,  for  the  purpose  of  sabstantiating  this,  he  has 
cited  MS  to  magazines,  and  cyclopedias,  and  dictionaries,  and 
to  the  lowest  expressions  found  in  the  various  law  books,  and 
still  maintains  himself  upon  that  groiind. 

Now,  our  position  is  that  these  articles  of  impeachment  are 
only  a  part  of  the  machinery  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the 
party  impeached.  There  is  not  a  single  authority  which  he 
has  referred  to,  and  I  challenge  him  to  find  a  single  authority, 
that  declares  that  an  article  of  impeachment  is  necessary  to  an 
impeachment.  He  has  cited  us  to  the  Enghsh  cases,  and 
every  one  who  has  referred  to  the  English  cases  knows  what 
principles  have  there  been  fully  carried  out,  and  that  the  prac- 
tice there  has  been  accnrately  defined.  Let  me  read  one 
reference  to  an  English  case  here.  We  take  the  ground,  Mr. 
President,  that  articles  of  impeachment  are  not  a  necessity  at 
all,  although  they  are  a  common  form,  and  in  fact  with  the 
exception  of  this  case,  which  is  perhaps  the  only  case  where 
articles  of  impeachment  have  not  been  exhibited.    But,  as  I 
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have  said,  the  practice  of  England  lias  been  definite  with 
regard  to  this,  and  as  be  (Mr.  Shipman)  has  said  that  we  should 
go  there  to  find  what  an  impeachment  means  and  howitia 
carried  ont,  I  will  read  from  Hailam'a  Constitutional  History 
of  England,  Vol.  I,  488 : 

"  The  revival  of  this  aucient  mode  of  proceeding  in  the  case 
of  Mompesson,  though  a  remarkable  event  in  our  constitu- 
tional annals,  does  not  appear  to  hare  been  noticed  as  an 
anomaly." 

And  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  remark : 

"That  it  does  not  appear  to  have  been  noticed  as  an 
anomaly." 

"  It  was  not  indeed  conducted  according  to  all  the  forms  of  an 
impeachment  The  Commons,  requesting  a  conference  with  the 
other  house,  iuforme*!  them  generally  of  that  person's  offense 
botdidnotexhibitanydistinctarticlesat  their  bar.  The  Lords 
took  up  themselves  the  inquiry ;  and  having  become  satisfied 
of  his  guilt,  sent  a  message  to  the  Commons  that  they  were 
ready  to  pronounce  sentence." 

That  is  all  there  is  of  it  in  the  English  courts,  and  even  in 
England  it  did  not  attract  any  attention.  Can  there  be  any 
doubt  in  the  view  of  English  laws,  in  the  view  of  English 
publications,  in  the  view  of  English  writers  in  general,  that 
articles  of  impeachment  are  not  a  necessary  part  of  the 
machinery  ?  They  are  only  a  convenience,  a  part  of  the 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  trying  an  impeachment;  they 
are  only  an  incidental  in  it ;  and  upon  them  do  not  depend 
the  vitality  or  the  essence  of  the  impeachment  itself.  We 
assert  then,  and  we  assert  without  fear  of  successful  contra- 
diction in  this  case,  that  they  are  not  necessary  at  all;  that 
there  is  no  more  necessity  of  them  than  tiiere  is  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  in  this  country,  as  has  generally  been 
the  practice  in  the  United  States,  that  the  Lower  House  should 
attend  as  committee  of  the  whole  upon  the  trial  itself.  That 
has  been  the  practice,  and  there  is  not  a  single  case  that  I  can 
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find,  where  this  custom  has  not  been  carried  out.  And  why 
ehonld  it  be  said  that  the  articles  of  Impeachmeiit  are  any 
more  a  part  of  the  impeachment  itself  than  the  attendance 
upon  the  House  could  direct  and  control  its  Managers  ?  It  is 
only  a  method  or  practice. 

It  appears  that  in  all  these  cases  these  articles  of  impeach- 
ment have  been  discussed.  Why  did  not  the  gentleman  claim 
that  discussion  was  necessary  upon  an  impeachment  ?  He  did 
not;  he  could  not  successfully.  The  Honse  might  discuss 
them,  or  they  might  not;  but  invariably,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  are  discussed,  and  yet  it  is  no  part  of  the  impeachment 
itself.  They  are  generally  signed  by  the  Speaker;  but  is  the 
Speaker's  signature  of  any  validity?  Is  it  necessary?  T 
would  ask  if  the  articles  are  not  as  good  withonc  the  signature 
of  the  Speaker  as  with  it,  if  the  House  so  direct  ?  There  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever  of  it  These  articles  are  also  generally 
ratified  and  approved  by  the  House  itself, — by  the  Lower  House, 
where  the  articles  originate.  But  how  arc  they  to  be  ratified 
and  approved  ?  Is  it  necessary  that  there  should  be  any  vote 
upon  it,  declaring  that  they  ratify  and  approve  those  articles  ? 
Is  it  necessary  that  they  should  he  brought  before  them  and 
be  amended,  other  articles  substituted,  as  was  substituted  in 
the  trial  of  Johnson  ?  I  know  of  no  law  that  requires  this, — 
none  at  all.  And  the  only  reason  why  it  may  be  necessary  for 
the  House  ever  to  approve  of  the  articles  of  impeachment  is, 
that  having  the  right  to  assume  their  control,  and  having 
assumed  their  control,  it  is  necessai-y  that  they  should  he  so 
authenticated,  or  authenticated  in  some  similar  way,  in  order 
that  the  Senate  itself  may  proceed  with  the  trial.  And  tlie 
ouly  authentication  which  is  a  matter  of  legislative  practice, as 
known  in  this  country,  is  for  a  majority  vote  to  declare  that 
such  and  such  things  are  the  will  of  the  House,  But  if  the 
House  choose  to  declare  its  will  in  any  other  way,  is  there  any- 
thing in  constitutional  law  which  will  forbid  them  ? — I  mean 
in  eoDStitutional  law  in  general ;  not  under  our  Constitution. 
There  is  nothing. 
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There  is  no  autliority  that  I  know  of,  tbat  has  ever  eaid  or 
even  intimated  that  it  is  necessary  ibi-  tlie  House  to  direct  or 
know  of  the  articles  of  impeachoieot.  And  if  it  is  not  nec- 
essary for  them  to  direct  or  know  of  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment, where  is  the  necessity  of  the  House  having  anything  to 
do  with  them  whatever  'i  It  certainly  is  not  necessary  for  the 
House  to  sec  that  they  arc  punctuated  right,  in  order  to  bring 
forth  the  proper  sense  of  the  expressions  that  are  there  used. 
■  And  if  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  House  should  see  that  they 
are  spelled  right  iii  order  to  gratify  a  fastidious  literary  taste, 
— none  of  these  things  are  necessary, — then  why  should  the 
House  itself  direct  or  know  at  all  ?  I  know  of  no  reason,  and 
I  think  no  reason  can  be  given. 

As  I  have  said,  we  claim  that  the  imijeachment  is  complete 
~when  the  Lower  Honse  has  passed  this  resolntion,  or,  at  least, 
■when  it  is  made  known  to  the  Senate, 

Now  let  ns  look  at  one  or  two  of  these  authorities.  I  shall 
only  refer  to  them  briefly.  One  or  two  of  these  authorities 
meets  the  point,  if  I  am  right,  so  far  as  legislative  construc- 
tion is  concerned :  and  I  insist,  Mr,  President,  that  legislative 
construction  is  far  better  constniction, — it  gives  u  far  better 
definition  of  what  ia  the  proper  meaning  of  the  word  "  impeach- 
ment" under  the  Constitution,  and  what  constitutes  its  simi- 
lar and  dissimilar  parts,  than  these  magazine  articles,  than  the 
definitions  of  Webster,  than  the  definitions  from  any  other 
book  that  might  be  found,  or,  as  I  have  said,  the  lowest  defini- 
tions which  may  be  found  frequently  in  law  writers. 

Let  ns  take  the  case  from  Tennessee  and  see  where  the 
impeachment  comes  in ;  let  us  see  what  the  date  of  the  im- 
peachment is,  because  that  is  the  principal  question  here 
involved.  On  the  11th  of  February,  1867,  the  resolntion  was 
passed : 

"Resolved,  That  Thomas  N,  Fraziei-,  Judge  of  the  Criminal 
Court  of  the  county  of  Davidson,  and  State  of  Tennessee,  be, 
and  he  is  hereby  impeached  of  high  crimes  and  misdemean- 
ors in  oflice." 
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Now,  when  did  tiie  impeaclimeut  take  place  in  tbis  case  ? 
Did  it  take  place  some  days  subseqnent,  perhaps  when  they 
bronghfc  np  the  articles  of  impeachment,  or  was  not  Jndge 
Frazier  imiwached  the  moment  the  resolution  iras  passed  ?  If 
he  was  not  impeached  then,  then  (hat  language  has  no  mean- 
ing whatever.  But  let  ue  look  u  little  further  and  see  what 
the  articles  of  impeachment  say.  I  read  the  heading,  and  I 
suppose  this  is  official : 

"Articles  of  Impeachment,  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  for  themselves,  and  on 
behalf  of  all  the  people  of  said  State,  against  Thomas  N. 
Frazier,  Jndge  of  the  Criminal  Court  of  the  county  of  David- 
son, in  said  State  of  Tennessee,  in  maintenance  of  their  im- 
peachment heretofore  preferred  against  him." 

Can  any  language  he  plainer  than  that  ?  The  impeachment 
was  already  perfect  when  they  passed  the  resolution ;  or,  at  all 
cveuts,  as  I  have  said,  when  they  informed  the  Senate  that  the 
resolution  had  been  passed  and  that  they  would  prefer  specific 
;u:ticles  of  impeachment.     That  is  the  case  in  Tennessee. 

Let  ns  see  if  there  is  anything  less,  if  tliey  have  any  differ- 
ent rule  in  New  York.  I  am  citing  precisely  the  same  cases 
that  have  been  cited  upon  the  other  side : 

■■  Resolved,  That  John  C.  Matlier,  Canal  Commissioner,  in 
charge  of  the  eastern  division  of  the  Erie  Canal,  be  and  is 
hereby  impeached,  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

Impeached  the  moment  that  was  passed.  Impeached  the 
moment  a  majority  of  the  House  voted  for  it.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  but  that  this  is  the  legislative  coustrnetion  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  Stiitc  of  New  York. 

Take  the  Nebraska  case.  Tjook  at  tlie  heading.  I  have  not 
the  resolution  here: 

"Articles  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Nebraska,  in  the  name  of  themselves,  and  all  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Nebraska,  against  David  Butler,  G-ov- 
30 
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ernorof  the  State  of  Nebraska,  in  maintenance  and  support 
of  tlieir  impeachmout  agfunst  him,  for  misdemeanors  in  office." 

What  wae  their  impeachment?  It  was  something  which 
had  preceded.  These  articles  were  brought  np  in  snpport  of 
the  impeachment.  They  were  exhibited  to  the  Senate  in  sup- 
port of  the  impeachment,  bnt  constitnted  no  part  of  the 
impeachment  itself. 

There  is  no  necessity  of  going  over  all  the  eases  which  have 
been  referred  to  by  the  learned  counsel  upon  the  other  side ; 
for  I  venture  to  say  that  he  will  hardly  find  one  which  is  not 
in  the  same  language.  The  resolution  itself  shows  in  each 
cane  that  the  party  is  impeached  by  the  passage  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  that  is  the  construction  which  the  respective  Legis- 
latures ha\e  gi\en  to  that  word. 

Bnt  we  claim  here,  Mr  Speaker,  that  the  House  have  passed 
upon  these  resolutions.  They  passed  an  act  which  is  not  an 
act  delegating  authouty  unless  we  concede  the  point,  which 
we  do  not  concede,  and  that  is,  that  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment constitute  the  impeachment  itself. 

"  When  an  impeachment  is  directed,  the  House  of  Hepresen- 
tatives  shall  elect  from  their  own  body  three  members,  whose 
duty  it  shall  he  to  prosecute  such  impeachment." 

Such,  says  my  friend,  being  coincident  with  the  statute. 
Then  he  states  that  the  Legislature  got  clear  beyond  the 
statute. 

"And  the  House  of  Representatives  ai-e  hereby  authorized 
to  empower  the  said  Managers  to  prepare  and  present  articles 
of  impeachment  in  accordance  with  the  resolutions  of  said 
House." 

Now,  if  this  was  d  1  at  f  necessary  legislative  author- 
ity, we  should  con  I  I  a  gnment,  but  we  do  not.  It  is 
neither  necessai-y  w  tl  a  j  1  al  function,  nor  is  it  necessary 
with  the  exercise  f  tl  1  g  1  tive  function.  It  is  merely 
putting  into  word   th     ha  hich  have  been  made  by  the 

House.    These  charges  may  be  more  or  less   specific.    The 
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House  may  delegate  powers  to  any  of  its  committees  or  to  the 
Managers  themselves,  to  use  the  language  wliieh  will  be  satis- 
factory to  them. 

These  articles  here  already  have  been  exhibited  to  the 
House,  and  are  presented  under  this  law  in  accordance 
■with  the  resolnfcion  of  the  House,  There  has  nothing  been 
^own  to  the  Senate,  as  yet,  nor  will  the  Senate  presiime 
that  the  Managers,  in  drawing  up  these  articles,  have  traveled 
outside  of  the  resolution ;  and  until  it  is  shown,  we  are  precisely 
within  not  only  the  spirit  bnt  the  letter  of  that  law.  We 
appeared  belbrehand  here  and  brought  these  articles  before 
you  on  behalf  of  the  House,  precisely  as  we  state  in  those 
articles.  We  never  claimed  that  they  were  the  articles  of  the 
House.  They  are  our  own  articles,  but  preferred  before  you 
on  behalf  of  the  House  and  in  the  name  of  tlie  House,  and 
under  the  authority  which  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  State  of  Michigan  conferred  upon  us,  as  we  claim,  under 
the  strict  right,  without  any  infringement  whatever  of  the 
Constitution,  and  withijut  any  delegation  of  their  constitu- 
tional powers. 

And,  Mr.  President,  when  we  come  to  look  at  the  peeuliar 
Constitution  which  we  have,  there  is  a  reason  for  this  con- 
struction here,— a  peculiar  reason  for  the  construction  which 
we  have  given  to  the  Constitution  of  this  State.  I  believe 
that  one  authority  cited  by  the  counsel  upon  the  other  side 
said  that  in  some  eases  the  Senate  was  prohibited  from  sitting 
as  a  court  of  impeachment  until  they  adjourned.  The  only 
two  constitutioDS  in  the  United  States  which  have  that  pro- 
hibition, is  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  the 
Constitution,  I  think,  of  Pennsylvania, — I  may  he  mistaken 
with  regai-d  to  the  State — but  those  are  the  only  two  consti- 
tutions that  exist  of  that  kind  or  ever  have  existed  in  this 
country.  In  all  of  the  other  States  where  the  articles  of  im- 
peachment are  exhibited,  the  Legislature  is  supposed  to  he  in 
session,  and  is,  in  fact,  in  session.     The  Legislature   may  at 
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once  proceed  with  the  biisraess.  The  House  then  losumea 
control  of  the  articles;  it  coneidere  the  articles, — considers 
them,  I  say,  merely  as  a  matter  of  practice  though ;  for  there  ia 
nothing  in  any  conatitntion,  there  is  nothing  in  any  law  -writer, 
that  says  they  must  consider  them.  I.'hey  consider  them  as  a 
matter  of  practice,  and  after  they  have  decided  upon  them, 
and  agreed  to  them,  they  send  them  to  the  Senate  for  trial. 
Bnt  when  we  come  to  look  at  our  own  Constitntiou,  we  shall 
see  that  there  is  a  reason  for  a  different  rule.  Take,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  very  case  which  is  now  before  the  bar  of  this  house. 
Here  was  a  petition  presented  asking  the  House  to  impeach 
Charles  A.  Edmonds  for  misdemeanors  and  liigh  crimes.  I  do 
not  recollect  the  language  precisely.  It  was  in  tlie  closing 
■days  of  the  session,  and  of  a  special  session,  when  by  the  Con- 
stitution that  Legislature  could  not  outlast  twenty  daya,  or, 
rather,  if  it  did  outlast  twenty  days  it  wonld  be  without  pay, 
which  virtually  amounts  to  a  provision  .that  they  shall  not  sit 
after  twenty  days.  As  a  matter  of  course,  the  House  would 
hardly  be  able  to  attend  to  its  official  business,  which  it  must 
attend  to — such  as  is  presented  by  the  Governor — and  also  to 
get  up  the  articles  of  impeachment. 

It  would  follow,  then,  that  unless  there  is  a  constitutional 
provision  prohibiting  the  House  from  doing  this  thing,  that  it 
was  eminently  proper  for  the  House  to  confer  upon  the  Man- 
agers, or  confer  upon  such  other  committee  as  they  may  choose, 
the  powers  to  arrange  these  articles  of  impeachment,  and  to 
present  them  to  the  Senate,  the  moment  of  adiournraent  of 
the  Legislature,  for  trial  before  that  body. 

It  has  been  urged,  as  an  objection  against  the  e.\ercise 
of  this  power,  that  the  Managers  here  have  reserved  the 
right  to  add  to  these  articles.  In  answer  to  that  argu- 
ment, I  may  say  that  is  our  business;  and  whou  the 
qneation  arises  here,  if  it  shall  arise, — and  it  may,  per- 
haps,— it  will  be  time  enough  for  this  Senate  to  decide 
whether  we  have   that  power   under  the  Constitution,  and 
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whether  we  have  that  power  under  the  law  which  was  enacted 
in  regard  to  impeachment ;  but  our  claim  at  the  close  of  those 
articlee  is  no  part  of  the  law,  has  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  this 
question.  But,  says  the  counsel,  what  if  the  Managers  should 
refuse  to  file  articles  of  impeachment  V  Well,  sir,  he  ;haB 
asked  the  question.  I  don't  know  what  would  happen  if  ihey 
should.  But  what  has  that  to  do  with  it?  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  legality  of  the  power  or  the 
constitutionalityof  this  law?  The  Legislature  frequently  pass 
laws  which  are  imperfect  in  themselves,  which  cannot  operate, 
which  cannot  be  carried  out ;  but  that  does  not  invalidate  the 
power  upon  which  they  have  attempted  to  act.  The  conneel 
says  we  may  refuse  to  prosecute.  True,  we  may.  Theri  Is 
another  defect,  perhaps,  in  this  law. 

These  are  the  principal  points  to  which  the  gentleman  has 
referred,  and  they  are  the  only  points  which  I  shall  discuss  in 
this  case ;  for,  as  I  said  at  the  outset,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
entire  error  of  the  aigumeut  made  by  the  gentleman  is,  that 
the  articles  of  impeachment  constitute  the  impeachment  Itself. 
Our  view  of  the  case  hae  been,  from  the  very  outset, — it  was 
at  the  time  these  articles  were  being  prepared, — that  they  did 
not  constitute  the  impeachment;  and  while  we  did  not  antici- 
pate that  this  question  would  be  raised,  it  was  a  question 
which  has  not  entirely  taken  us  by  surprise,  because  I  pre- 
sume that  my  fellow  Managers — and,  I  know,  myself — liave 
given  some  thought  to  it ;  and  it  seems  to  me,  that  in  examin- 
ing the  authorities,  in  examining  the  action  of  Legislatures, 
in  examing  titles  with  i-espect  to  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment which  have  been  brought  before  you,  and  many  others 
which  have  not  been  brought  before  you,  in  examining  the 
resolutions  of  Legislatures  with  regard  to  impeachments,  the 
true  theory,  and,  at  all  events,  the  practical  definition  and  con- 
structioa  which  was  given  to  the  term  "  impeachment,"  was,  the 
action  of  the  House  itself,  where  the  Legislature  had  placed 
it ;  and  that  that  action  was  passed  entirely  to  the  functions 
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of  tlie  Legislature, — the  functions  of  the  House, — and,  so  far 
as  the  impeachment  was  concerned,  the  necessary  functions  of 
the  House  were  closed  by  the  passage  of  that  resolution 

Mr.  Manager  Groavenor — Mr,  President  and  Senators :  In 
further  support  of  what  has  been  already  said  upon  the  law,  I 
shall  detain  the  Senate  a  few  moments  iii  narrating  the  facts 
that  occurred  in  the  House,  to  demonstrate  that  the  position 
taken  by  my  associate  is  correct,— that  the  House  fully  exam- 
ined and  prepared  the  impeachment.  The  impeachment  is  not 
contained  in  the  resolution  solely  that  he  be  impeached  for  cor- 
rupt conduct  in  office,  and  for  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  butit 
is  embodied  in  the  report  of  that  select  committee.  It  has  ref- 
erence also  to  the  petition  presented.  The  petition,  the  report 
of  the  committee,  and  the  testimony  taken  by  that  committee 
were  before  the  House,  and  there  read  carefully  and  fully;  and 
after  that  report  of  the  committee  was  adopted,  the  resolution 
was  passed  and  the  Senate  informed. 

Now,  from  the  reading  of  that  report  and  petition,  which 
the  gentleman  carefully  avoided,  the  Senate  will  be  informed 
exactly  as  to  what  the  Hoiise  had  before  them  at  the  time  it 
was  acting  upon  this  resolution.  Ifthereisanj-thing  contained 
in  these  articles  not  warranted  by  the  action  of  the  House,  there 
may  be  something  in  the  point  here  taken.  If,  for  instance,  we 
had  inserted  an  ai-ticle  here  for  murder — charging  him  with 
murder— when  that  subject-matter  was  not  before  the  House 
at  all  and  not  discussed,  not  considered,  it  would  be  then 
assuming  responsibility  which  lie  claims  we  have  assumed 
in  this  case.  Now,  if  the  Senate  will  pardon  me,  I  will  re- 
fresh their  memory  a  little  upon  that  preliminary  proceeding 
in  the  House,  and  see  whether  the  House  did  talie  action  as 
thoroughly  and  as  fully  as  they  have  formerly  resolved  that 
these  articles  be  presented  and  prosecuted. 

Now  there  was  presented  to  the  House,  on  the  23d  day  of 
March,  a  memorial  signed  by  twenty-six  respectable  citizens 
of  this  city,  which  is  as  follows.  I  read  from  page  Oi)  of  the 
Journal  of  the  Extra  Session : 
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"It is  susceptible  of  proof  tliat  Obas.  A.  Edmonds,  Com- 
missioner of  the  State  Land  OfBce,  has  violated  act  No.  79  of 
the  SeBsion  Laws  of  1871,  which  provides  that  'the  drunken- 
ness of  any  person  holding  office  under  the  Constitution  or 
laws  of  this  State,  shall  be  good  cause  for  removal  from  office, 
by  the  authority  and  in  the  manner  provided  by  law ;' 

*^  And  whereas.  The  Constitution  makes  the  Legislature  tbe 
only  body  having  control  of  this  law  as  regai-da  a  State  officer, 
or  ivho  can  execute  the  same  when  it  is  in  session  ; 

"  And  whereas.  We  believe  that  said  law  was  enacted  to  the 
end  that  the  people  of  the  State  might  not  be  made  to  endure 
the  disgraee  of  the  continuance  in  public  office  of  men  addicted 
tothe  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  excess ; 

"And  whereas,  The  too  free  udc  of  liquor  leads  to  other 
debaneheries  and  excesses  in  violation  of  good  order,  and  dis- 
reputable to  the  participant,  hringing  disgrace  upon  himself, 
and  thus  upon  those  who  have  confided  the  public  trust  to 
him,  of  which  debaucheries  and  excesses  it  can  be  proven  by 
undoubted  testimony  llr.  Edmonds  is  guilty; 

"  And  whereas,  Mr.  Edmonds  has  in  his  employ,  as  clerks  in 
the  State  Laud  oflice,  men  who  publicly  violate  the  laws  of 
good  order  and  decency,  and  who  use  intoxicating  liquors  to 
excess ; 

•'  Therefore,  To  the  end  that  the  law  passed  in  1871  may  not 
be  a  dead  letter  on  our  statute  hooks,  and  the  people  forced  to 
endure  the  disgrace  of  having  such  men  in  public  places  where 
they  are  compelled  to  come  in  contact  with  them,  and  he  sub- 
jected, whenever  hate  or  envy  dictate,  to  the  damning  Words 
gathered  from  the  haunts  of  vice  and  iniquity  which  such  men 
store  up  from  the  debaucheries  in  which  they  indulge,  and  low 
characters  with  whom  they  associate,  we  ask  that  the  Legisla- 
ture take  proper  steps  to  enter  into  a  full  investigation  of  this 
subject,  and,  if  the  charges  of  drunkenness  or  other  misde- 
meanors can  be  praven  against  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  that 
he  be  at  once  removed  from  the  position  of  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office;  and  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray." 
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That  petition  was  referred  to  a  select  committee,  as  read  by 
the  respondent's  counsel.  This  was  on  the  22d  of  March. 
That  committee  on  the  S7th  of  the  same  month  made  a  report, 
and  accompanied  that  report  with  testimony  taken,  of  nearly 
two  hundred  pages  of  foolscap  paper. 

Now,  we  claim  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
that  these  articles  of  impeachment  covered  no  more  ground 
than  the  report  and  the  action  of  the  House.  It  is  necessary 
to  read  this,  because  this  report  is  in  fact  the  impeachment, 
the  House  having  adopted  and  passed  it.  I  will  only  read  that 
part  of  it  which  refers  to  the  charges : 

"While  we  consider  the  charge  and  proofs  of  drunkenness, 
disconnected  with  any  other  act,  as  too  trivial  to  call  for  the 
candid  consideration  of  yoar  committee ;  yet,  when  taken  with 
the  facts,  as  shown  in  the  evidence,  that  in  company  with  cer- 
tain of  his  favorite  clerks,  he  would,  in  a  public  manner,  engage 
with  them  in  drinking,  carousing,  and  visiting  places  of  disre- 
pute, to  the  extent  that  the  attention  of  the  respectable  portion 
of  tlie  community  was  called  to  him,  it  seems  such  an  outrage 
upon  the  dignity  of  his  official  position,  as  to  call  for  some- 
thing more  than  a  passing  notice.  The  proof  discloses  that 
with  some  of  his  clerks,  during  his  official  term,  he  would 
engage  in  vile,  dissolate,  and  adulterous  conduct,  and  that  in 
the  day-time,  and  in  business  hours,  and  on  one  occasion,  he 
in  company  with  a  confidential  clerk,  who,  too,  was  a  married 
man,  has  been  known  to  engage  not  only  in  adulterous  conduct, 
but  to  show  such  a  disregard  for  some  of  the  common  decencies 
and  proprieties  of  life,  as  to  induce  your  committee  to  believe 
that  the  proofs  would  well  sustain  the  charge  of  not  only 
adultery,  but  of  lascivious  behavior. 

"While  there  was  no  positive  proof  showing  his  complicity 
with  the  authorship  of  the  scandalous  anonymous  sheet, 
called  Every  Wednesday  Nigld,  so  freely  circulated  in  this 
House  and  community,  there  are  sufficient  fects  and  circum- 
stanceB  in  proof,  and  to  the  knowledge  of  your  committee,  to 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  161 

warraot  the  conclusion  that  he  had  knowletlge  of  wad  waa 
engaged  in  this  disreputable  affair,  if  not  the  guilty  author 
thereof ;  and  if  he  he  so,  he  has  violated  the  laws  of  this  State 
and  of  the  United  States,  against  publishing  and  circalating 
obscene,  defamatory,  and  demoralizing  matter,  and  is  unworthy 
the  confidence  which  his  offlcia!  position  demands." 

Now,  60  much  as  I  have  read  refers  to  the  last  four  articles 
presented  here,  and  they  are  only  put  in  form,  the  substance 
having  been  taken  from  this  re|TOrt.  They  have  put  in  form  a 
time,  and  place,  and  circnmstauoes  necessary  to  direct  partic- 
alar  proof  to  the  articles.  They  are  no  more,  no  less,  than 
what  is  contained  in  this  so  far. 

•'  Aside  from  his  moral  character,  involved  in  the  foregoing, 
we  have  investigated  the  business  of  his  ofBco,  and  the  trans- 
actions of  himself  and  clerks  therein,  as  fully  and  thoroughly 
as  the  limited  time  allotted  to  yonr  committee  would  seem  to 
allow;  and  we  find  that  he,  with  his  clerks,  or  some  of  them, 
particularly  with  his  Deputy,  "William  A.  Barnard,  and  his 
clerks,  Clark,  Dunham,  Robinson,  Knight,  Bowen,  and  Gris- 
wold,  have  from  time  to  time,  during  his  official  term,  been 
engaged  and  interested  in  private  speculations  connected  with 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  lands  and  '  scrip,'  so  called,  resulting 
to  their  pecuniary  benefit  in  large  sums  of  money.  To  allow 
those  salaried  officers  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantages  of 
the  peculiar  knowledge  incident  to  their  position,  to  the  incon- 
venience and  damage  of  outside  parties,  we  think  is  a  violation 
of  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  law  in  that  regard.  While 
these  practices  are  defended  by  these  officials  as  being  justifl- 
ahle  nnder  the  law,  yet  we  are  of  opinion  that  they  should  not 
be  allowed  ;  and,  as  hereinafter  delineated,  tend  to  destroy  the 
confidence  of  the  people  in  regard  to  the  integrity  and  good 
faith  of  the  office,  tempting  these  officers  to  engage  in  specula- 
tions, which,  though  they  may  not  tliereby  deplete  the  public 
treasury,  yet  are,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  of  the  people  at  large,  destructive 
21 
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to  the  valuable  rights  of  the  pioneer -settlers,  aud  calculated  to 
injure  and  oppress  a  large  class  of  our  citizens  who  have  the 
right  of  protection  in  this  regard. 

"  We  find  from  the  proofs  that  the  GommisBioner  and  his 
Deputy  have  from  time  to  time,  during  his  official  term,  specu- 
lated in  the  purchase  and  sale  of  '  scrip'  in  hia  ofBce,  under  the 
particular  management  and  account  of  hia  chief  clerk,  and 
in  the  people's  time,  to  a  large  amount,  realizing  therefor  a 
profit  to  himself  and  Deputy,  since  the  first  of  June  last,  the 
Bum  of  18,384.14,  as  appears  by  a  book  kept  in  the  office,  being 
at  the  rate  of  about  $10,303  per  annum. 

"It  is  not  strange,  with  such  an  example  in  the  responsible 
head  of  the  department,  that  those  in  inferior  positions  in  the 
office  should  feel  authorized  to  violate  the  express  letter  of  the 
statutes,  and  engage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  State  lands  in  the  office,  in  direct  violation  of  the  stat- 
ute 1861,  forbidding  any  oEBcer  or  clerk  employed  in  the  State 
Land  Office  to  engage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the  purchase  of 
lands  from  the  State,  or  to  be  interested  therein. 

"  Some  of  these  clerks  have  been  in  the  habit  of  selling 
information  (as  they  call  it),  within  their  peculiar  official 
knowledge,  to  outside  friends,  and  in  some  instances  acting  as 
agents  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  such  lands  for  favorite 
friends,  and  in  other  instances  used  the  name  of  a  friend  in 
mating  purchases  which  inured  to  their  own  benefit,  making 
this  a  cover  to  evade  the  law.  Lots  have  also  been  marked 
and  held  from  market  for  months,  for  their  particular  benefit. 
Several  instances  of  this  kind,  in  proof,  and  to  the  knowledge 
of  your  committee,  have  occasioned  serious  loss  and  damage 
to  honest  settlers,  inuring  to  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  the 
land  speculators  and  salaried  officers.  Your  committee  do  not 
hesitate  to  condemn  this  practice  as  a  violation  of  the  law,  and 
calculated  to  destroy  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  integ- 
rity and  good  faith  of  the  Land  Office." 

In   view  of  the  wliolesome  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
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and  statute  requirements  of  this  State,  as  to  the  conduct  and 
character  of  its  oEGcera  for  protecting  and  insuring  just  and 
«qnal  rights  to  every  citizen  ;  and  considering  that  the  Ijand. 
Department  particularly  demands  tlie  highest  order  of  integ- 
rity in  its  officials,  vested  as  they  are  with  the  valuable  infoV- 
matiou  of  the  ofiBce ;  and  in  consequence  of  the  evidence 
collected  under  the  power  with  which  yonr  committee  has 
heen  invested  by  this  House,  and  which  is  hereto  subjoined, 
they  are  of  the  opinion  that  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  the  reapon- 
■sible  head  of  the  Department,  has  forfeited  all  right  to  fill  the 
honorable  trust  and  position  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Oifiee,  and  that  he  should  be  impeached  for  corruption 
in  office,  and  for  crimes  and  misdemeanors  against  the  laws  of 
this  State. 

"And  your  committee,  in  conclusion,  unanimously  reeom- 
■mead  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution,"  which  resolu- 
tion has  been  read. 

Now,  the  journals  will  show  that  that  testimony  submitted 
with  that  report  was  read  with  closed  doors,  in  the  House, 
carefully ;  and,  two  days  thereafter,  the  very  first  thing  that 
was  done  after  hearing  the  testimony,  we  find  that  they  passed 
-a  resolution, — that  is,  on  the  28th, — they  adopted  the  report 
.and  the  following  resolution : 

"Resolved,  That  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  be  impeached  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office, 
and  for  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

And  that  was  submitted  to  a  vote  of  the  House,  the  yeas  and 
nays  called,  and  passed  by  a  vote  of  79  to  5.  Now,  as  my 
brother  Cochrane  has  said,  then  and  there  he  was  impeached, 
if  ever,  in  that  resolution.  By  adopting  the  report  of  that 
^jommittee  and  in  passing  that  resolution,  they  charged  him 
with  all  the  crimes  set  forth  in  that  report.  They  then  and 
there  considered  the  subject-matter  of  that  report  in  all  its 
•details  and  with  the  proof  before  them. 

Now,  then,  what  was  the  next  step  ?  Because  this  departure 
was  inaugurated  about  that  time,  not  afterwards,  as  the  learned 
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counsel  for  the  respondent  sajs,  imme<!iately  after  the  passing 
of  that  resolution,  this  resolution  was  passed : 

"Resolved,  That , ,  and be  a  committee  to  go 

to  the  Senate,  and  at  the  bar  thereof,  in  the  name  of  the  Honse 
of  Representatives  and  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
Office,  for  corrupt  eondnct  in  office  and  for  crimes  and  misde- 
meanors; and  acquaint  the  Senate  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives will,  in  due  time,  exhibit  particular  articles  of 
impeachment  against  him,  through  its  Managers  to  be  elected, 
and  mate  good  the  same,  and  demand  that  the  Senate  take 
order  for  the  appearance  of  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds  in 
due  time  to  answer  said  impeachment." 

The  result  was  taken  for  corrupt  conduct  iu  office ;  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors.  You  look  at  the  journals  and  see 
what  particular  crimes  and  offenses  were  committed.  They 
are  spread  out  fully  upon  the  record. 

Now,  the  Senate  on  the  same  day,  as  the  journals  of  the 
Senate  will  show,  gives  this  record : 

"  Mb.  Pkesident — In  obedience  to  the  order  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  we  appear  before  you,  and  in  the  name  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  of  the  People  of  the  Slate  of 
Michigan,  we  do  impeach  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  I^and  Office,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors ;  and  we  further  inform  the  Senate, 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  will  in  due  time  exhibit 
particular  articles  of  impeachment  against  him,  and  will  make 
good  the  same ;  and  in  their  name  we  demand  that  the  Senate 
take  order  for  t!ie  appearance  of  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  to 

Why  didn't  the  gentleman  claim  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, in  committee  of  the  whole,  in  pursuance  of  the 
precedent  iu  the  case  of  Johnson,  should  repair  to  the  Senate 
and  be  present  when  that  was  done  ?  It  could  not  be  done 
through  a  committee,  according  to  his  theory,  because  that 
would  be  delegating  the  power.     The  House  of  Representa- 
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tivee  must  come  in  a  body  to  the  Senate,  and  then  and  there 
make  the  accusation.  Would  it  have  been  any  stronger  ? 
Now,  the  House  was  duly  informed  that  that  duty  had  been 
performed  by  the  committee.  The  Senate  took  action  at  once 
upon  that.    I  read  from  the  Senate  journal,  March  29 : 

"  The  select  committee  appointed  to  consider  and  report 
concerning  the  impeachment  of  Hon.  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

"  Whereas,  The  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  28th  day 
of  the  present  month,  by  three  of  its  members,  Messrs.  I.  R. 
GroBvenor,  W,  H.  C.  Mitchell,  and  Aaron  Childs,  at  the  bar  of 
the  Senate  impeached  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Laud  Office,  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  informed  the  Senate  that  the 
House  of  Representatives,  by  their  Managers,  will  in  due  time 
exhibit  particular  articles  of  impeachment  against  him,  and 
make  good  the  same,  and  likewise  demanded  that  the  Senate 
take  order  for  the  appearance  of  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds 
to  answer  to  said  impeachment ; 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  will  take  proper  order  thereon, 
and  proceed  to  the  trial  of  such  impeachment  in  the  manner 
provided  by  law ; 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  give  the  House 
of  Eepresentatives  due  notice  of  these  resolutions ; 

"And  recommend  their  adoption." 

The  articles  of  impeachment  had  not  been  prepared,  they 
had  not  been  put  in  form,  embodying  the  offense  of  which  he 
had  been  cliarged  at  that  time.  The  work  was  done  at  that 
time,  if  ever.  He  was  impeached  when  the  Senate  took  that 
action  and  passed  that  resolution.  The  Senate  had  been  offi- 
cially informed  and  had  taken  the  proper  action. 

Now,  what  follows  ?  The  House,  on  being  informed,  at  once 
appointed  Managers  and  directed  them  to  prepare  and  present 
articles  of  impeachment.  Then,  the  Legislature  still  in  session, 
with  this  information  before  the  Senate  and  before  the  House, 
he  was  impeached,  believing  that  all  was  done  that  was  ueces- 
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sary  to  be  done,  except  a  law  to  cover  the  practice  in  cases  of 
impeadiment.  Was  it  competent  for  that  Legislature  to  pass 
that  law  f  Does  the  gentleman  suppose  that  Senators  sitting 
here  will  declare  that  law  that  they  passed  for  this  emergency, 
unconstitational  ?  They  passed  the  act  at  once  looking  to  this 
same  state  of  things.  The  articles  had  not  been  prepared,  but 
the  respondent  had  been  impeached  at  that  time  as  thoroughly 
as  he  is  at  this  moment.  It  was  a  mere  formal  matter,  to  join 
issue,  to  prepare  the  pleading,  in  such  a  manner  that  the  proof 
might  be  directed  in  some  regular,  formal  way.  Now  they 
passed  the  act  of  which  section  3  has  been  read  and  commented 
upon.  The  first  clause  is  the  exact  copy  of  the  Constitution. 
And  then  they  empowered  further  Managers  to  prepare  and 
present  articles  of  impeachment,  in  accordance  with  the  reso- 
lution of  the  House. 

That  points  at  once  to  the  action  of  the  House  for  the 
offenses  charged  in  the  impeachment  by  the  House ;  not  for 
any  other.  They  are  simply  instruments  or  agents  of  the 
House,  to  put  in  form  that  which  the  House  of  Representatives 
had  already  declared  in  substance,  by  their  act. 

Now,  as  my  brother  Cochrane  has  said,  that  was  the  impeach- 
ment, I  have  read  the  record  here  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senators,  afresh,  what  was  done  in  the  House,  to  show  that 
it  was  not  simply,  as  in  some  of  the  cases  which  have  been 
read  here,  where  a  member  of  the  House  stands  up  and  moves 
a  resolution  of  impeachment  against  some  person,  and  no 
articles  proposed ;  but  in  this  case  it  was  as  thoroughly  pre- 
sented to  the  House  as  it  will  be  to  the  Senate,  except,  perhaps, 
there  was  no  technical  rule  as  to  the  admissibility  of  evidence, 
as  here. 

Now  the  law  which  he  has  presented  here  is  the  law  as 
referred  to  in  particular  books, — they  govern  particular  cases. 
But  the  Legislature  of  Michigan  understood  all  that ; — the 
Senators  here  understood  those  authorities  about  as  well  as 
they  are  understood  now.  Members  of  the  House  were  not 
ignorant  of  these  rules  of  law. 
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We  also  found  in  the  Constitution  a  prohibition  against 
trying  or  taking  any  action  at  all  in  the  case  while  the  Legis- 
lature was  in  session.  Then,  to  meet  that  emorgenej,  rather 
than  to  keep  the  House  in  session  waiting  for  those  articles  to 
be  drawn  up,  precedents  examined,  and  the  forms  prepared, 
they  passed  this  law, — in  other  words  they  passed  this  law  to 
guide  that  action  on  this  matter.  They  delegated  no  power  to 
the  Managers  whatever. 

They  could  have  no  power  to  do  anything,  except  to  put  in 
form  that  which  the  House  had  declared  in  the  matter ;  and 
have  they  done  anything  more  ?  Will  the  gentleman  point  to 
a  single  article  contained  in  these  specific  articles  that  is  not 
covered  by  that  report  and  the  resolution.  Certainly  it  was 
broad  enough, — it  was  specific  enough, — fully  as  specific  in 
the  House  with  the  testimony  as  it  will  be  here. 

Now,  we  are  called  upon  to  say  that  the  rules  which  we 
adopted,  the  rules  which  the  Senate  adopted  for  covering  this 
trial,  shall  he  set  aside  because  the  Manitgers  have  drawn  up 
these  articles  of  impeachment  precisely  in  aceoi-dance  with  the 
substance  of  the  impeachment  ?  I  think  not  In  the  rules 
of  tlie  impeachment  this  same  proceeding  is  agaia  referred  to : 

"  I,  When  the  Managers  of  an  impeachment  shall  be  intro- 
duced at  the  bar  of  the  Senate,  and  shall  signify  that  they  are 
ready  to  exhibit  articles  of  impeachment  against  any  person, 
the  presiding  ofBcer  shall  direct  the  Sergeant-at-Arma  to  make 
proclamation,  who  shall,  after  making  proclamation,  repeat  the 
following  words,  viz :  '  All  persons  are  commanded  to  keep 
silence,  on  pain  of  imprisonment,  while  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives is  exhibiting  to  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan 
articles  of  impeachment  against ,'  after  which  the  arti- 
cles shall  be  exhibited,  and  then  the  presiding  officers  of  the 
Senate  shall  inform  the  Managers  that  the  Senate  will  take 
proper  order  on  the  subject  of  the  impeachment,  of  which  due 
notice  shall  he  given  to  them." 

Then  follows  the  summons. 

The  House  is  adjourned. 
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What  power  waa  in  the  Managers  to  file  a  replication  or  to 
join  issue  or  to  take  any  action  at  all,  unless  it  is  in  that  law, — 
unless  all  power  is  delegated  to  them  necessary  to  perform  the 
duties  assigned  to  them  by  the  House  ? 

But,  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  I  am  consuming  time 
without  any  avail.  It  seems  to  me  that  one  object  the  gentle- 
man lias  evidently  attained,  an  object  that  has  been  evident 
from  the  first, — lie  has  attained  fame,  iierhaps,  to-day.  But 
it  is  only  for  this  Senate  to  say  whether  you  will  stand  by  the 
rules  that  you  have  made  in  pursuance  of  the  law  regulating 
impeachment.  'That  is  the  only  question.  We  have  made  a 
law.  We  are  not  bound  by  the  law  of  Great  Britain,  nor  by 
the  law  of  Congress,  nor  by  the  law  of  any  other  State,  except 
in  cases  where  the  Senate  has  failed  to  adopt  any  rule  of  pro- 
cedure or  the  Legislature  to  pass  a  law.  If  there  had  been  no 
regular  law  passed  and  no  rules  adopted,  we  might  be  com- 
pelled to  go  and  see  what  had  been  done  in  other  similar 
cases.  But  the  Michigan  Legislature  has  passed  a  law  to  gaide 
this  matter;  it  is  our  rule  or  it  is  nothing.  We  have  no  right 
to  consult  the  practice  in  Parliament,  nor  in  Congress,  if  that 
practice  is  in  variance  with  the  law  of  Michigan. 

Now,  one  authority  read  by  the  gentleman  from  that  cyclo- 
pedia touched  ours  rather  light,  I  thought.  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  one  paragraph  of  which  I  acknowledge  to  be  the  rule : 

"  The  proceedings,  rules,  and  practice  in  cases  of  impeach- 
ment in  this  country  are  borrowed  from  the  common  law  of 
England — " 

Now  here  comes  in  the  point : 

— "  excepting  so  far  as  they  are  affected  by  the  Constitution 
or  statutes  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  several  States." 

Well,  we  grant  that  that  is  just  the  ground  that  we  stand 
upon.  The  Legislatnre  has  made  a  rule,  and  we  propose  to 
try  this  case  in  accordance  with  that  rule. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
wish  to  be  heard  further  upon  this  motion  ? 

Mr.  Shipman— Mr.  President,  how  long  will  the  Senate  sit  ? 
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The  Presiding  OflScer^I  suppose  until  five  o'clock.  There 
is  no  regular  hour  fixed. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  shall  endeavor  to  close  this  matter  very 
rapidly. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  that  I  have  a  right  to  express  some 
surprise  at  what  I  have  heard  here  advanced  by  the  Managers ; 
at  least,  surprise  at  the  position  that  has  been  taken,  that  arti- 
cles of  impeaeliment  were  not  necessary.  The  first  Manager 
bases  his  whole  argument  against  this  motion  upon  the  ground 
that  articles  of  impeachment  are  not  necessary.  What  a  won- 
derful delusion  tlie  people  of  the  whole  world  have  been 
laboring  under  for  the  last  half  decade  of  centuries !  In  these 
proceedings,  which  at  first  came  from  Germany,  traveled 
across  to  England,  and  there  were  in  vogue  for  years  and  een- 
tnries,  and  finally  were  adopted  here,  in  every  ease  without  an 
exception,  there  have  been  articles  of  impeachment  presented, 
— every  one ;  and  all  the  books  that  I  have  read  say  they  are 
necessary.  It  stands  admitted,  as  I  understand,  by  the  first 
Manager  who  addressed  the  Senate,  that  if  these  be  necessary, 
they  cannot  proceed  further  with  the  case,  but  he  does  not 
think  them  a  necessity.  He  has  confounded,  probably,  another 
proceeding  with  an  impeachment  proceeding.  The  authority 
cited — Hallam's  Constitutional  History  of  England,  p,  487 — 
reads  as  follows: 

"  The  earliest  instance  of  parliamentary  impeachment,  or  of 
a  solemn  accusation  of  any  individual  by  the  Commons  at  the 
bar  of  the  Lords,  was  that  of  Lord  Latimer,  in  the  year  1376. 
The  latest  hitherto  was  that  of  the  Duke  of  Suffolk,  1449 ; 
for  a  proceeding  against  the  Bishop  of  Loudon  in  1534,  which 
has  sometimes  been  reckoned  an  instance  of  parliamentary 
impeachment,  does  not  by  any  means  support  that  pririlege 
of  the  Commons.  It  has  fallen  into  disuse,  partly  from  the 
loss  of  that  control  which  the  Commons  had  obtained  under 
Eichard  Second  and  the  Lancastrian  kings ;  and  partly  from 
the  preference  the  Tudor  princes  had  given  to  the  bills  of 
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attainder,  or  of  paioa  and  pemilties,  when  they  wished  to  tnm 
the  arms  of  Parliament  against  an  ohnoxious  subject.  The 
revival  of  this  ancient  mode  of  proceeding  in  the  case  of 
Momp^sson,  though  a  remarkable  event  in  our  constitutional 
annals,  does  not  appeal-  to  have  been  noticed  as  an  anomaly- 
It  was  natj  indeed,  conducted  according  to  all  the  forms  of  an 
impeachment.  The  Commons,  requesting  a  conference  with 
the  otiier  House,  informed  them  generally  of  that  person's 
offense,  but  did  not  exhibit  any  distinct  articles  at  their  bar. 
The  Lords  themselves  took  up  the  inquiry,  and,  having 
become  satisfied  of  his  guilt,  sent  a  liiesBage  to  the  Com- 
mons that  they  were  ready  to  pronoimce  sentence.  The 
Speaker,  accordingly,  attended  by  all  the  House,  demanded 
judgment  at  the  bar,  when  the  Lords  passed  as  heavy  a  sen- 
tence as  could  be  awarded  for  any  misdemeanor,  to  which  the 
King,  by  a  stretch  of  prerogative  which  no  one  was  then 
inclined  to  call  in  question,  was  pleased  to  add  perpetual  ban- 
ishment." 

That  was  not  an  impeachment  in  any  sense  of  the  word,  as 
the  proceeding  is  known  now.  It  had  become  confounded  by 
many  writere,  it  is  said,  with  other  proceedings  wLich  were 
then  had  in  Parliament.  There  were  vai-ious  ways  of  cntting 
off  men's  heads  in  the  olden  time ;  sometimes  by  bills  intro- 
duced in  the  Commons,  and  acted  npou  by  tlie  Commons  and 
by  the  House  of  Lords.  Upon  conviction  the  party  was  pun- 
ished; sometimes  he  was  beheaded;  whatever  the  offense 
might  be,  the  proper  punishment  was  inflicted. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  one  authority  which  I 
have  read  before,  namely,  the  6th   American  Law  Register, 


"  The  proceeding  by  impeachment  being  purely  judicial,  it 
must  be  distinguished  from  bills  of  attainder  and  of  pains  and 
penalties.  These  must  be  regarded  as  pure  legislative  acts. 
The  two  Houses  then  enact  that  a  particular  person  is  guilty 
of  a  crime.  They  may  sometimes  go  through  certain  forms  of 
judicial  inquiry,  but  their  decision  is  a  law,  not  a  judgment. 
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Such  bills  are  in  atter  violation  of  the  principles  of  trne  con- 
stitutional goiernment,  as  they  confound  legislative  ■with 
judicial  power.  An  impeachment  is  decided  by  the  House  of 
Ijords  alone.    Any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 

mon8  to  participate  in  this  judicial  power  has  always  been 
highly  resented  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  would  not  now  be 
claimed. 

"It is  also  important  to  distinguish  an  impeachment  from  a 
trial  before  the  Court  of  the  Lord  High  Steward." 

This  proceeding  against  Mompesson  was  not  an  impeach- 
ment proper.  At  best,  it  is  an  exceptional  case,  standing 
alone,  away  before,  I  thint,  the  fifteenth  or  sixteenth  century. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — In  1621. 

Mr.  Shipman — 1631, — as  far  back  as  that?  And  from  that 
day  to  this  exists  this  unbroken  line  of  precedent;  and  to-day 
we  are  asked  to  make  an  innovation  upon  it.  He  is  a  bold 
man  who  dares  ask  it. 

It  is  said  by  the  Managers  that  they  ought  to  have  had 
notice  given  of  this  motion,  as  the  verdict  of  the  Senate  may 
be,  or  must  be,  that  the  respondent  is  not  guilty.  I  do  not  so 
understand  it.  It  cannot  have  that  effect ;  it  has  precisely  the 
same  effect  a  lite  motion  would  have  in  the  courts.  A  motion 
to  quash  an  indictment  is  not  putting  a  party  in  peril,  A 
motion  quashing  an  indictment  against  a  criminal  leaves  him 
to  be  tried  on  a  proper  day,  on  a  proper  information,  or  on  a 
proper  charge.  That  is  precisely  the  effect  in  this  proceeding.  If 
the  Senate  have  not  jurisdiction,  it  cannot  pronounce  a  judg- 
ment. If  this  tribunal  should  attempt  to  pronounce  a  judgment, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  tliat  the  courts  of  this  State  would  be 
bound  to  interfere  and  arrest  its  arm,  although  the  highest  tri- 
bunal of  the  State ;  for  there  is  no  tribunal,  high  or  low,  that 
can  obtain  jurisdiction  of  a  person  by  violating  the  organic- 
law  of  the  land.  It  cannot  be  done.  It  is  useless  to  talk 
about  it. 
Mr,  Manager  Cochrane — I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  in 
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this  case  of  Blount,  where  a  plea  of  this  very  kind  was  put 
in, — that  is,  a  plea  against  the  jurisdiction  of  the  conrt, — if 
the  court  did  not  there  render  judgment, — send  word  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  they  were  prepared  to  render 
judgment,  that  the  House  of  Representatives  attended  upon 
the  Senate,  and  a  judgment  was  there  rendered?  What  I 
meant  to  say  was  that  if  any  judgment  was  rendered,  why, 
that  is  the  only  judgment.    But  there  must  be  a  judgment. 

Mr.  Shipman — There  was  no  judgment,  if  I  recollect,  ren- 
dered in  the  case  of  Blount.  Was  it  not  disposed  of  on  the 
plea  and  no  judgment  rendered  at  all,  having  no  jurisdiction 
of  the  case  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — They  decided  that  they  had  no 
jurisdiction ;  but  rendered  judgment. 

Mr,  Shipman — It  could  not  affect  the  merits  of  the  case,  as 
the  motion  is  to  dismiss  for  want  of  jurisdiction.  I  never 
lieard  in  any  court  in  the  world  that  such  a  motion  as  that  or 
a  decision  upon  it  could  be  used  in  bar  of  another  trial. 

Mr,  President,  it  is  a  familiar  rule  in  eases  of  impeachment, 
that  the  proceedings  in  the  Senate  cannot  be  used  as  a  bar  in 
any  other  proceeding  in  a  court,  I  do  not  know  what  they 
mean  by  the  eflect  of  a  decision  here.  Perhaps  they  mean 
that  it  would  preclude  the  Governor,  the  executive,  from 
mating  an  examination  of  this  matter.  I  do  not  so  under- 
stand it.  They  can  have  a  written  stipulation  from  the 
respondent  that  it  shall  have  no  such  effect.  It  could  not 
have  that  effect,  as  we  look  at  it. 

I  find  upon  page  316  of  Wharton's  Criminal  Trials,  this: 

"Thursday,  January  10. — The  court  proceeded  in  the 
debate  on  the  motion  made  on  the  7th  inst,  and  which  had 
been  under  consideration  every  day  since;  and  on  the  question 
to  agree  thereto  it  was  determined  in  the  negative, — jeas,  11 ; 
nays,  1 4. 

"Fkidat,  January  11, — On  motion,  it  was  determined  that 

"  The  court  is  of  opinion  that  the  matter  alleged  in  the  plea 
of  the  defendant  is  sufficient  in  law  to  show  that  this  court 
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ought  not  to  hold  jurisdiction  of  the  said  impaaehment,  and 
that  the  said  impeachment  ie  dismissed, 

"  YeaSj  14 ;  nays,  11. 

"  The  yeas  and  naya  on  this  question  were  exactly  the  reverse 
of  what  they  were  on  the  last  On  motion,  ordered  that  the 
Secretary  notify  the  House  of  Representatives  that  the  Senate 
will  be  ready  to  receive  the  Managers  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  the  counsel  of  the  defendant,  on  Monday  next, 
at.  twelve  o'clock,  to  render  judgment  in  the  impeachment 
against  William  Blount. 

"Monday,  January  14 — The  Court  being  present,  the  par- 
ties attending,  and  silence  being  proclaimed,  judgment  was 
pronounced  by  the  Vice  President,  as  follows : 

"Gentlemen  Managers  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  Gentlemen  Counsel  for  William  Blonnt:  The  Court, 
aff«r  having  given  the  most  mature  and  serious  consideration 
to  the  question,  and  to  the  full  and  able  arguments  urged  on 
both  sides,  haa  come  to  the  decision  which  I  am  about  to 
deliver. 

"  The  Court  is  of  opinion  that  the  matter  alleged  in  the  plea 
of  the  defendant  is  sufficient  in  law  to  show  that  this  Court 
ought  not  to  hold  jurisdiction  of  the  said  impeachment,  and 
that  the  said  impeachment  is  dismissed.  Copies  of  the  judg- 
ment were  delivered  to  the  Managers  and  to  the  couusel  for 
the  defendant,  respectively. 

"After  which  they  withdrew;  and,  on  motion,  the  Court 
adjourned  without  day." 

I  do  not  find  judgment  of  not  guilty  in  that  ease.  It  would 
he  very  remarkable  if  such  a  judgment  should  be  entered  on  a 
motion  of  this  kind.  The  respondent  does  not  ask  for  a  judg- 
ment of  not  guilty  on  this  motion,  I  stated  here  for  him,  and 
I  desire  to  state  it  again  if  it  is  necessary,  that  he  wishes  to 
have  an  examination  of  these  matters,  and  that  he  does  not 
fear  it,  before  any  tribunal.  My  duty  as  counsel,  as  I  believed, 
■was  to  raise  this  question  in  advance  to  the  Senate,  and  I 
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believe  that  the  Senate  would  not  have  excused  m^  if  I  had 
not. 

It  is  said  that  one  object  has  been  to  gain  time ;  and  that  I 
have  gained  a  day.  Mr.  President,  I  trust  Senators  will  take 
the  trouble  to  loot  over  these  books,  the  amount  of  labor  that 
I  have  expended  upon  them,  and  say  if  they  believe  I  have 
been  to  all  this  trouble  simply  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  one 
day.  I  do  not  doubt  but  that  I  could  have  come  in  before  this 
honorable  body,  and,  by  stating  fairly  and  honestly  that  I 
wished  twenty-foiir  hours,  have  obtained  the  time.  I  never 
■doubted  it  a  moment.  I  presented  this  motion  in  good  faith ; 
not  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  time  for  any  purpose,  but  to 
*ave  time. 

I  do  not  wish  to  frighten  the  Senate  into  action  by  referring 
to  Warren  Hastings,  or  his  long  trial.  I  did  say  that  I  did  not 
know  how  long  this  proceeding  would  take ;  I  do  not  know. 
The  Honorable  Managers  on  the  other  side  are  much  better 
advised  of  the  length  of  time  it  will  take  than  I ;  but  I  also 
said  that  it  would  not  take  as  long  as  the  trial  of  Warren 
Hastings,  probably,  which  lasted  some  years. 

It  is  said  that  I  cannot  find  a  single  authority  that  articles 
■of  impeaclimeut  are  necessary.  I  have  found  all  these  author- 
ities. Surely,  the  gentlemen  could  not  have  sat  here  and  not 
heard  them ;  the  Senators  could  not  but  have  lieard  them. 
They  all  say  that  articles  are  necessary,  how  they  are  to  be 
drawn,  and  what  they  are  to  specify,  how  they  are  to  be  passed 
upon,  and  who  are  to  pass  upon  them ;  and  the  reason  of  the 
rule,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me,  commends  itself  at  once  to 
this  practice. 

"They  are  convenient,  but  not  necessary."  I  might  cite  him 
again  to  the  definition  of  this  term,  not  as  used  by  loose 
writers,  but  by  law  writers, — not  the  language  of  historians 
that  the  Manager  cites  as  authonty,  but  of  law  writers  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  using  just  the  words  they  mean  and  none 
others. 

Here  is  one  of  the  best  standard  works — Bouvier's  Law 
Dictionary, — and  I  will  call  the  gentleman's  attention  again 
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to  it,  and  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  tiie  definition  of 
that  word,  to  see  if  I  am  wrong : 

"  Under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  an 
irapeaehment  may  be  described  to  be  a  written  accusation  by 
the  House  of  EepreBentatives  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States,  against  an  officer, 

"The  presentment  or  written  accusation  is  called  articles  of 
impeachment." 

That  ia  an  impeachment.  There  is  no  impeachment  but 
that. 

It  is  stated  by  the  Managers  that  the  resolution,  as  passed 
by  the  House  resolving  that  the  respondent  be  impeacheil  for 
crimes  and  misdemeanors  and  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  ia  an 
impeachment.  I  deny  it,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  word  is 
used  in  the  Constitution.  That  was  merely  directing  an 
impeachment. 

If  the  Senators  will  please  to  look  at  the  Constitution  of 
this  State,  they  will  find  the  meaning  of  this  language.  "  The 
House  of  Representatives  shall  have  the  sole  power  of  impeach- 
ing civil  officers." 

Then  it  goes  on  in  the  same  section  and  aays,  "that 
a  majority  of  all  the  members  elected  shall  be  necessary  to 
direct"— that  is,  order  an  impeachment.  That  is  what  that 
language  means  iu  that  resolution.  It  only  directed  an 
mpeachment. 

It  has  been  said  by  one  of  the  Managers,  that  in  the  ease  of 
Andrew  Johnson,  when  the  committee  went  to  the  Senate  to 
inform  the  Senate  that  the  House  of  Representatives  had 
impeached  Andrew  Johnson,  the  whole  House  went  with 
them,  and  he  asked  why  don't  that  practice  obtain  here  ?  I 
beg  the  gentleman's  pardon ;  the  House  did  not  go  with  them, 
— ^he  is  mistalcen.  I  will  refer  him  again  to  the  Globe,  page 
1402-1421,  in  which  it  appears  that  the  committee  simply 
went  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate,  and  there  delivered  their  mes- 
sage, as  instructed  by  the  House,  and  then  came  back  to  the 
House  and  made  their  report.  The  House  did  not  go  to  the 
bar  of  the  Senate. 
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Again,  it  is  said  that  the  practice  formerly  was  for  a  member 
to  rise  in  his  pla<!e  in  the  House,  and  accuse  an  officer  of  an 
offense,  and  thereupon  action  was  talien  immediately,  and  a 
committee  was  directed  to  go  to  the  Senate,  or  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  inform  that  body  of  the  fact 
I  must  again  differ  with  the  learned  gentleman :  proof  was 
required  to  substantiate  the  charge  always, — sometimes  by 
afBdayits,  sometimes  by  other  means ;  but  some  proof  was 
necessary,  and  the  later  practice  has  always  been  to  do  as  was 
done  in  this  case:  appoint  a  committee  to  take  testimony,  and 
report  the  testimony  to  the  House.  After  the  report  is  made 
the  House  look  over  the  testimony,  and  if  they  think  that  a 
resolution  of  imiieaehment  should  be  passed  directing  an 
impeachment,  that  is  done.  That  must  be  passed  by  the 
required  constitutional  majority,  but  articles  of  impeachment 
may  be  agreed  to  as  any  other  bill  may, 

Now  in  this  case,  again,  looking  at  the  facts,  the  House 
committee  made  a  report  to  the  House,  and  the  last  Manager 
upon  the  floor  who  addressed  the  Senate,  seemed  to  admit  that 
if  they  had  put  in  the  Articles  any  other  matters, — any 
crimes, — outside  of  the  matters  that  had  been  before  the 
House,  there  would  be  some  poml  in  this  motion — confessing 
our  position  to  be  correct,  because  he  cannot  logically  came  to 
that  conclusion,  unless  he  travels  precisely  the  same  road  that 
we  do.  In  other  words,  he  says  the  House  must  pass  upon  the 
charges  made  against  the  officer.  That  is  all  we  claim ;  but 
these  can  only  be  found  in  the  articles. 

I  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  this  fact :  that  the  committee 
in  the  House  made  their  report,  but  the  House  did  not  adopt 
that  report.  In  that  sense  they  did  not  find  the  facts.  The 
committee  reported  a  resolution  and  recommended  its  adoption, 

'■And  your  committee  in  conclusion  unanimously  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution : 

''Resolved,  That  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  be  impeached  for  misconduct  in  office,  and 
for  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 
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The  resolution  mentions  no  offenses,  nor  does  it  say  any  were 
proven ;  and  the  House  merely  passed  that  resolntion  upon 
the  preliminary  report  of  the  committee, —only  that  and  noth- 
ing more.    That  is  all  they  have  done  abont  it. 

But  the  Managers  in  preparing  these  articles  of  impeaeh- 
ment  have  traveled  altogether  outside  of  that  report.  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate, for  instance,  to  Article  VII.,  as 
fallows : 

"  That  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  being  a  public  officer  of 
the  State  of  Michigan,  through  whose  hands  public  moneys 
paBB,  to  wit ;  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  as  aforesaid, 
has  at  diverse  times  during  the  present  term  of  his  said  office, 
and  as  such  officer,  received  moneys  current  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  as  money,  in  payment  for  certain  lands  belong- 
ing to  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  has  corruptly,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  especially  in  violation  of 
section  two  hundred  and  thirty-four  of  the  Compiled  Laws  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-seven,  converted  or  changed  said 
moneys  into  sw  imp  land  scrip  so-called,  retaining  said  moneys 
for  his  own  use  and  benefit  m  whole  or  in  part,  and  entering 
said  lani^s,  m  payment  foi  which  he  had  received  said  moneys, 
as  pnrchased  and  paid  foi  by  siid  scrip,  and  has  not  deposited 
or  turned  o\er  to  the  propei  officer  of  the  State  said  moneys, 
so  received  m  purchase  of  siid  lands. 

"By  reason  thereof  the  bud  Charles  A.  Edmonds  has  com- 
mitted a  cnme  agamst  the  laws  of  this  State,  and  is  guilty  of 
misconduct  in  office." 

If  tlie  Managers  are  able  to  find  that  offense  in  tiieir  report, 
they  can  find  what  I  cannot.  I  will  venture  the  assertion  that 
neither  of  the  honorable  gentlemen  who  represent  this  matter 
upon  the  other  side,  nor  any  members  of  the  House,  supposed 
at  that  time,  or  had  discovered  at  that  time,  that  the  respondent 
could  be  in  any  way  made  amenable  under  that  section.  It  is 
a  matter  that  has  been  discovered  since, 
23 
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Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Look  at  Article  V.  Yoti  will  find 
it  covered  by  Article  V. 

Mr.  Shipman— I  will  look  at  it.    Article  V.  is ; 

"  That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  said 
State  Land  Office,  from  time  to  time,  from  the  eommeneement 
of  his  official  term  in  January,  1871,  to  the  time  of  the  pas- 
sage of  the  resolution  of  impeachment  in  this  case,  to  wit :  the 
38th  of  March,  1872,  unmindful  of  the  high  duties  of  his 
office,  in  violation  of  his  official  duties,  his  oath  of  office,  and 
the  laws  of  this  State,  did,  in  his  office,  and  with  his  Deputy 
in  office,  and  in  his  official  time,  so  engage  in,  and  carry  on 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  swamp  land  'scrip'  (so  called),  as  to 
operate  in  fraud  of,  and  to  the  damage  of  the  primary  school 
fund,  the  several  counties  of  this  State,  and  of  the  Treasury  of 
the  State. 

"And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  in  this  manner  then  and  there  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in 
office." 

If  that  is  covered  by  this  Article  VIL,  then  I  am  glad — 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor  (interrupting) — They  both  refer  to 
the  same  thing,  only  changed, — in  a  different  form. 

Mr.  Shipman — But  the  charge  is  for  not  paying  over  to  the 
State  Treasurer,  or  the  proper  officer  entitled  to  receive  them, 
the  identical  funds  received.  In  Article  VIL  it  is  claimed  that 
he  changed  the  money  received  at  the  office  into  scrip,  and 
entered  land  with  scrip,  and  did  not  pay  it  into  the  State 
Treasury. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  (inteiTupting) — The  same  thing. 

Mr.  Shipman — No !  Article  V.,  as  I  read  it,  Mr.  President, 
includes  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  says  that  he  so  operated  in 
the  scrip  as  to  damage  the  primary  school  fund.  The  exact 
method,  how,  or  what  the  Honorable  Managere  mean  by  that, 
I  am  not  able  to  determine,  except  that  I  learn  that  it  does  not 
purport  to  specify  the  offense  contained  in  the  seventh  article. 
Now,  this  report  recommending  the  adoption  of  that  resolu- 
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tion  was  laid  on  the  table.  Afterwards  an  impeaehmeut  was  di- 
rected, or  ordered,  as  the  word  usually  meana,  and,  in  this  con- 
nection, Mr,  Brockway  moved  to  take  from  the  table  the  report  of 
the  committee  recommending,  etc.  The  question  being  on  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Grosvenor 
moved  that  there  be  a  call  of  the  House ;  which  motion  pre- 
vailed ;  and,  on  a  call  of  the  House,  this  resolution  was  adopted, 
and  that  is  all  that  was  done.  What  crimes, — what  misde- 
meanors,— what  offenses  were  meant,  are  not  specified.  I  can- 
not find  even,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  House  have  in  anf 
way  passed  upon  the  acts  here  charged.  There  is  nothing  to 
show  that  the  House  passed  upon  the  offenses  for  which  the 
Commissioner  is  now  held  to  answer  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate. 
They  must  pass  upon  them  in  manner  and  form  as  they  are 
embodied  in  the  articles  presented  here;  but  they  are  embodied 
nowhere  else.  AVill  it  do  to  say  in  a  resolution,  that  a  person 
has  committed  this  or  that  offense  by  name,  and  after  that 
comes  before  the  House  and  is  adopted,  that  they,  therefore, 
pass  upon  the  crimes  or  the  matters  alleged  in  the  articles? 
Certainly  not ;  and  why  ?  Because  these  may  not  amonnt  to 
that  offense.  The  House  must  pass  upon  the  matters  charged 
in  the  articles,  whatever  they  amount  to.  And  it  seems  to 
me,  that  if  they  pass  out  of  this  well-beaten  track,  Senators 
will  require  some  little  authority  from  the  Honorable  Managers 
for  such  an  extraordinary  course. 

Why,  it  has  been  urged  that  the  members  could  not  draw  i)ay 
saye  for  twenty  days,  and  therefore  they  could  not  stay  to 
attend  to  this  impeachment  business!  A  most  potent  reason 
why  they  should  not  do  it!  Wo  concede  that,  but  still,  if  the 
impeachment  of  this  officer  was  of  much  importance, — a  great 
deal  of  importance, — it  seems  to  me  they  might  stay  and  pre- 
pare their  articles  of  impeachment  against  him.  If  it  was  of 
enough  importance  for  the  State  to  pay  from  $250  to  $300  a 
day  to  try  him  in  the  Senate,  it  clearly  was  of  snfEcient 
importance  to  have  warranted  them  in  remaining  a  few  days 
without  pay;   certainly,  patriotic   gentlemen,  where  a  high 
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officer  has  been  charged  with  offenses  of  a  grave  character, 
sneh  as  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  should  not  allow  siieh  a 
trivial  consideration  as  three  dollars  a  day  to  weigh  at  all  in 
the  balance  of  their  duty  to  stay. 

I  snbniit,  furthermore,  Mr,  President,  that  they  should  have 
staid,  and  if  they  could  not,  it  is  no  reason  why  the  Constitu- 
tion ehould  he  violated.  In  other  cases  where  the  Legislature 
have  adjourned,  the  matter  has  gone  over  to  the  next  Legisla- 
ture ;  and  if  yoti  will  tako  the  trouble  to  examine  Gushing 
lipon  that  question,  yon  will  find  that  an  adjournment  of  the 
Legislature  does  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  proceedings. 

Section  3552  says: 

"  "When  an  impeachment  is  once  pending  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  it  is  not  discontinued  by  a  prorogation,  or  even  by  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  bnt  continues  from  session  to  ses- 
sion, until  the  proceedings  are  terminated.  Each  succeeding 
House  of  Commons  may,  therefore,  take  up  and  proceed  with 
an  impeachment  which  has  been  commenced  or  prosecuted  by 
their  predecessors.  But  this  is  not  the  case  with  the  prelimi- 
nary steps  in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  precede  an 
impeachment,  which,  like  all  other  unfinished  business,  are 
discontinued  by  a  prorogation  or  dissolution,  and  therefore 
require  to  be  revived  in  a  succeeding  session." 

It  has  been  said  by  one  of  the  Managers  very  frankly  that 
these  are  not  the  ai'ticles  of  the  House.  He  says,  "  They  are 
purs."  I  thank  him  for  this  candid  admission ;  they  are  not 
the  articles  of  the  House.  "  The  House  shall  have  the  sole 
power  of  impeaching — accusing."  That  is  precisely  what  I 
have  complained  of — that  it  is  done  by  the  Managers,  and  not 
by  the  House,  because  the  House  are  the  only  ones  that  can 
accuse.  It  is  the  high  inquest  of  the  State— tlie  grand  jury 
of  the  State — who  alone  can  impeach  an  officer. 

Then,  in  remarking  upon  the  power  reserved  to  file  additional 
articles,  he  says,  "  that  is  our  business."  I  suppose  the  Mana- 
ger means  that  the  reason  why  they  reserved  that  power  was  to 
provide  for  matters  that  they  thought  might  afterwards  arise, 
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but  which  it  was  iiot  for  me  to  question.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  or  meddle  with  the  private  business  of  the  Managers,  and  I 
only  cite  it  for  thia  purpose :  to  show  that  the  theory  was  that 
the  Managers  claimed  the  whole  power  of  impeaching  and  to 
define  the  offenses,  to  prescribe  and  say  what  offenses  the  party 
should  be  held  to  trial  upon, — claiming  in  this  the  right  to 
present  additional  articles  by  amendment, — only  that  and 
nothing  more. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane  (inteiTupting) — Mr.  Shipman,  the 
only  meaning  I  had  was,  that  so  far  as  that  is  concerned, — the  _ 
closing  part  of  the  articles, — that  being  no  part  of  the  impeach- 
ment whatever,  and  a  mere  formal  part,  of  course  we  are 
responsible  for  that  language,  and  you  may  strike  that  out  and 
the  articles  still  remain.  That  is  our  language,  simply,  and 
■whethSr  we  put  that  in  or  leave  it  out,  makes  no  difference. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  do  not  care  to  differ  with  the  gentleman 
about  a  mere  matter  of  form ;  I  only  cite  it  to  bring  before  the 
Senat«  their  theory  .of  the  case.  If  it  were  stricken  out,  I  admit, 
the  articles  would  be  just  as  good  as  they  are  now;  but  I  only 
cited  it  to  show  that  they  claimed  this  power,  and  that  their 
theory  was  wrong ;  that  they  had  usurped  the  powers  given  to 
to  the  House ;  and  that  it  was  a  usurpation  of  power  on  their 
part. 

It  is  asked  again,  if  counsel  for  the  respondent  supposes  that 
the  Senate  will  declare  that  the  law  passed  by  them  is  uucon- 
stitutional.  I  will  answer  it  as  squarely  and  fairly  as  it  is 
asked:— I  do!  They  would  he  unworthy  to  sit  here,  if  they 
would  hesitate,  a  moment,  to  do  it. 

It  is  said  that  the  Senators  and  the  members  of  the  House 
understood  these  authorities  when  the  hill  was  before  them,  as 
well  as  now ;  I  am  unable  to  answer  as  to  that ;  I  know  not 
whether  it  be  true  or  not ;  but  it  would  be  very  remarkable  if 
the  Senators  or  the  Members  of  the  House  have  been  over  the 
books  that  I  have  presented  here ;  yet,  it  may  be  true;  bnt  I 
have  not  looked  upon  it  that  way;   I  had  supposed  that  this 
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bill  was  the  result  of  hasty  legislation  in  the  House ;  that  they 
were  anxioue  to  get  away,  and  the  Senate  was  anxious  to  get 
away,  and  so  did  not  stop  to  scrutinize  it  very  closely,  and  had 
not  the  time  to  look  up  the  practice  in  such  eases,  I  will  ven- 
ture the  assertion,  at  all  events,  that  not  one  Senator  in  ten 
had  really  given  more  than  a  general  cursory  glance  at  the 
practice  in  snct  eases.  If  the  Honorable  Managers  of  the 
House  were  aware  of  tliese  books  and  the  authorities  and  the 
practice  in  such  eases,  how  do  they  expeot  to  answer  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  discharged  their  duty  in  this 
matter  ?  The  articles  should  have  been  presented  to  the  House. 
I  supposed  that  the  Honorable  Managers,  through  inadvertence, 
or  in  the  haste  of  legislation,  and  in  the  hurry  to  get  home  to 
their  families,  did  not  carefully  look  up  the  practice,  and  sup- 
posed that  this  power  might  be  delegated.  Inasmuclfas  the 
articles  were  not  ready,  and  it  would  take  some  little  time  to 
prepare  them,  they  thought  it  might  be  delegated  to  the  Man- 
agers, and  they  be  empowered  to  present  them  to  the  Senate. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  they  were  bo  fully  aware  of  the  practice 
in  such  cases  as  is  claimed.  But  this  is  not  a  question  of  prac- 
tice.   It  is  deeper  than  that. 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  article  cited  from  the  cyclopedia 
recognizes  the  right  to  change,  by  the  Constitution  and  statutes 
of  the  States,  this  English  practice.  la  it  true  that  this  is  so  ? 
I  admit  that  a  mere  practice  may  be  changed,  and  that  the 
common-law  may  bo  changed ;  but  where  a  method  of  trial  is 
incorporated  into  a  Constitution,  it  becomes  a  constitutional 
law,  and  is  beyond  and  above  the  reach  of  all  legislative  action. 
"Why  cannot  gentlemen  look  at  this  matter  in  its  constitutional 
light,  and  see  that  the  power  cannot  be  conferred  in  any  way, 
shape,  nor  manner,  upon  any  other  body  than  that  in  which  it 
is  lodged  by  the  Constitution  ?  If  so,  there  is  no  safety  for  us, 
for  there  is  no  power  that  rests  firmly  in  the  Constitution  ;  or 
that  cannot  be  wrested  therefrom  by  the  Legislature  if  they 
choose  to  do  it. 
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Here  is  the  report  of  the  committee.  I  shall  take  it  for 
granted  that  in  that,  as  in  other  eases,  parties  are  influenced, — 
biased  somewhat  on  the  side  which  they  represent.  They  are 
an  ex  parte  committee.  The  Senate  will  observe  that  we  were 
nnable  to  get  any  proof  before  them.  We  conld  not  do  so,  and 
yet  with  their  friendliness  to  that  side  of  the  case,  and  with  this 
ex  parte  testimony,  they  are  to  proceed  and  determine  for  the 
House  the  crimes  and  offenses  for  which  an  ofBcer  shall  be  held 
to  answer  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate.  Nothing  is  left  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  I  do  not  believe  such  powers  can  be 
conferred  upon  a  committee.  I  do  not  believe  that  a  committee 
can  any  more  find  articles  of  impeachment  than  they  can  pass 
a  law.  I  deny  it !  I  deiiy  it  not  only  as  counsel  in  this  matter, 
but  as  a  citizen  of  the  State.  I  protest  against  their  unlawful 
assumption  of  power  in  this  case. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — One  question  I  wish  to  answer. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Conusel  for  the  respondent  have  the 
right  to  close.    No  further  discussion  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  would  like  to  answer  that  one 
question. 

The  Presiding  Officer— If  there  be  no  objection,  you  may 


Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — He  asks  me  where  the  power  for 
drawing  Article  VII.  is,  or  where  the  subject  matter  is  referred 
to  in  the  report.  I  answer  him,  that  articles  V.  and  VII.  refer 
to  the  same  matter,  only  charging  it  in  a  little  different  lan- 
guage. The  report  says  "that  he  had  been  guilty  of,  from 
time  to  time  during  his  official  term,  being  engaged  or  inter- 
ested in  private  speculation  connected  with  the  purchase  and 
sale  of  land  scrip,"  etc.  The  two  articles  are  covered  by  that 
general  statement.  One  refers  to  the  particular  law  violated 
in  one,  and  the  particular  law  violated  in  another.  Yon  see 
both  are  covered. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Managers 
to  this  seventh  article  ;  that  is,  for  not  paying  it  over. 
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Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor.— Converting  the  money  and  issuing 
the  scrip. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Tbe  question  is  upon  adopting  the 
motion  made  by  counsel  for  the  respondent. 

Mr.  Moffatt. — I  move  that  the  Senate  chamber  be  cleared  for 
the  purpose  of  deliberation ; 

Which  motion  prevailed,  and  the  chamber  was  cleared, 

After  deliberating  for  some  time,  the  doors  were  again  opened, 
and  the  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  and  the  respond- 
ent's counsel  entered  the  chamber  and  took  the  seats  assigned 
them. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  would  inform  the  Honorable  Man- 
agers, and  the  counsel  for  the  respondent,  that  the  Senate  wish 
further  time  to  consider  the  motion  made  by  the  respondent's 
counsel,  and  the  further  consideration  of  it  is  postponed  until 
to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  move  that  we  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  G-rosvenor — Mr.  President — 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Senator  from  the  Twenty- 
seventh  withdraw  his  motion  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Wheeler — Certainly. 

Mr,  GrosTenor — I  have  been  asked  by  one  of  the  Managers 
to  inquire  whether  the  Managers  could  be  heard  further  upon 
the  authorities. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  would  be  subject  to  the  order  of 
the  Senate,  I  suppose,  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Sheley — I  move  we  now  adjourn  until  to-morrow  morn- 
ing at  nine  o'clock. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  move  to  amend  that  by  making  it  ten  o'clock. 

Mr.  Moffatt  withdrew  his  amendment,  and  the  Presiding  Offi- 
cer declared  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment, 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  nine  o'clock. 
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Wednesday,  A.  M.,  May  1, 1872. 

The  Senate  was  called  to  order  by  the  President  2»'o  tern.,  at 
five  minutes  past  nine  o'clock. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arma  opened  the  Court  with  the  usual 
proclamation. 

The  Secretary  call  the  roll,  and  a  quorum  of  the  Senate 
answered  to  their  names. 

Mr.  Sheley — Mr.  President :  There  are  some  Senators  here 
who  have  not  been  sworn  in. 

The  Presiding  Officer— If  they  will  step  forward,  I  will 
administer  to  them  the  oath. 

Mr.  Stockbridge  came  forward  and  took  the  oath. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  offer  the  following  resolution  : 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  instructed  to 
order  printed  one  thousand  copies  of  the  daily  journal  of  the 
Senate  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment  for  the  trial  of 
Charles  A.  Edmonds,  and  one  thousand  copies  of  the  Impeach- 
ment Proceedings. 

Mr.  Moffatt — I  offer  this  resolution  from  the  fact  tliat  we 
have  not  a  sufficient  number  of  the  proceedings  in  this  im- 
peachment trial.  There  is  a  great  demand  for  them.  I  know, 
in  the  district  where  I  live,  pretty  nearly  every  man  wants  a 
copy  of  the  proceedings.  I  know  there  is  not  enough  to  sup- 
ply the  demand  there,  and  I  have  talked  with  others  who  are 
in  the  same  condition  as  I  am  myself,  AVe  waut  a  larger 
number  of  them. 

A  Senator — Does  this  mean  one  thousand  additional  copies? 

Mr.  Moffatt— This  includes  the  five  hundred  already  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Ball — Mr.  President :    I  offer  the  following  resolution  : 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolution,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  George  F.  Hitchcock  of  Kalamazoo,  and 
Henry  F.Waleh  of  Grand  Rapids,  ofQcial  stenographers  to  the 
Senate  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment  for  the  trial  of 
Charles  A.  Edmonds,  receive  as  a  full  compensation  for  their 
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servieee  in  reporting  the  tiial,  making  a  long-hand  transcript 
of  tlieir  notes  for  the  printer,  and  attending  to  the  reading  of 
the  proof,  the  sum  of  eighty  cents  per  thousand  eras  for  the 
printed  matter,  estimated  as  though  set  in  solid  type,  contained 
in  the  impeachment  proceedings ;  they  to  furnish  all  needful 
assistance  either  in  reporting  the  case  or  in  employing  copyists. 

Mr.  Ball — Mr,  President:  This  resolution  is  in  almost  the 
same  language,  with  reference  to  the  compensation  and  duties 
of  the  reporters,  as  that  adopted  by  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention. It  is  almost  impossible  to  tell  how  much  reporting 
will  have  to  be  done,  or  how  many  reporters  or  how  many 
long-hand  writers  will  be  necessary,  in  order  to  keep  up  with 
proceedings,  and  to  furnish  them  for  us,  and  also  to  furnish 
the  copy  and  reading  the  proof.  This,  according  to  the  reso- 
lution, would  give  them  about  twenty  cents  a  folio  for  the 
whole  work,  and  if  we  have  but  little  to  do,  of  course  it  will 
take  less  work.  If  we  have  more,  of  course  it  will  take  more 
work.    They  get  pay  only  for  the  work  done  and  completely. 

Now,  last  night,  I  suppose,  was  not  a  fair  sample  of  the  mat- 
ter; but  there  were  six  of  them  at  work  until  two  or  three 
o'clock.  It  will  take,  all  the  time,  something  like  five  or  six  to 
keep  np.  I  offer  this  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  compensa- 
tion fixed,  so  that,  if  they  employ  men,  they  may  know  what 
they  are  to  receive  for  the  labor. 

The  resolution  was  adopted, — yeas  25,  nays  0. 

The  Presiding  Officer — When  the  Senate  adjourned  last  eve- 
ning, it  was  for  the  purpose  of  taking  into  consideration  the 
motion  made  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent.  What  is  the 
pleasure  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Romeyn — Before  a  motion  is  made  upon  that,  I  give 
notice  that,  after  this  morning's  session,  I  shall  ask  for  the 
enforcement  of  standing  nile  No.  51,  of  the  Senate,  which  I 
ask  to  have  read  at  the  Secretary's  desk. 

The  Secretary  read  the  rule,  as  follows : 

"No  person  shall  he  admitted  within  the  bar  of  the  Senate 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OP  THE  COURT.  187 

unless  by  invitation  of  the  President  or  some  one  of  the  mem- 
bers ;  GoTernor,  State  officers,  and  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  exceptetl." 

Mr.  Wheeler — Mr.  President,  I  understood  last  evening  that 
the  Honorable  Managers  had  some  further  authorities  upon  the 
question  that  was  before  the  court  yesterday.  If  they  have,  I 
will  be  pleased  to  hear  them  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

The  Presiding  Officer — No  further  debate  will  be  in  order 
unless  ordered  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Waterbiiry — I  would  move  that  the  Senate  chamber  be 
cleared  for  consultation  on  that  question. 
Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  chamber  was  cleared  at  fifteen  minutes  past  nine 
o'clock,  and  at  twenty  minutes  past  nine  the  doors  were  again 
opened,  and  the  Managers  entered  again  and  took  their  places 
within  the  bar. 

Mr.  Brownell — Mr.  President,  I  would  ask  to  be  excused 
from  further  attendance  upon  this  court,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
I  have  business  on  hand  that  demands  my  personal  attention. 
I  have  some  two  hundred  men  in  my  employ  now,  and  I  left 
them  entirely  without  any  one  to  lay  out  work  or  to  guide 
them  in  it,  and  to  make  necessary  arrangements  for  carrying  it 
on.  I  would  be  very  glad  if  I  could  remain  here.  I  do  not  wish 
to  shirk  the  responsibility  of  the  position  at  all,  or  any  vote 
upon  it,  or  would  not  ask  this  leave  unless  it  was  under  the 
most  pressing  circumstances.  If  it  was  any  ordinary  business 
I  would  not  ask  it.    I  trust  the  Senate  will  grant  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  ask 
for  indefinite  leave  of  absence? 
Mr.  Brownell — Yes,  sir. 
A  Senator — I  move  it  be  granted. 

Mr.  MofEatt — It  is  very  disagreeable  to  oppose  a  request  of 
this  kind,  coming  from  a  Senator  on  this  floor, — it  is  anything 
but  an  agreeable  duty, — but  I  do  feel  it  my  duty  to  protest 
against  leave  of  absence  being  granted  to  any  member  of  this 
Senate,  unless  it  be  for  the  sickness  of  himself  or  family,  or 
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death.  As  fat  as  business  is  concerned,  there  is  probably  not 
a  member  of  this  Senate  that  can  afford  to  stay  here  during 
this  impeachment  trial;  but  if  we  undertake  to  grant  leave  of 
absence  to  one,  on  acconnt  of  business,  we  should  be  left  here 
with  a  very  slim  Senate.  I  am  sure  I  should  like  to  be  excused. 
I  have  business  to  attend  to  that  is  very  pressing,  and  requires 
my  attention  there,  and  it  is  a  great  detriment  to  me  to  leave, 
and  I  presume  it  is  so  with  every  other  Senator  upon  this  floor. 

Now  the  proceedings — if  Senators  understand  the  matter, 
and  of  course  they  do — require  a  full  Senate.  We  must  stay 
here  if  we  proceed  with  this  trial.  It  is  imperative.  If  in  the 
course  of  this  trial  it  should  become  necessarj-,  or  we  should 
think  that  a  conviction  should  be  necessary  in  this  case,  it  will 
take  twenty-two  votes  to  do  it.  Now  if  we  grant  a  leave  of 
absence,  although  we  may  be  convinced  that  this  man  should 
be  convicted,  we  have  not  the  votes  necessary  to  do  it. 

If  the  testimony  is  such  as  to  convince  the  Senate,  or  the 
most  of  them,  that  the  respondent  should  be  convicted  of  these 
offenses,  the  people  of  this  State  think  he  should  be  convicted, 
and  we  have  twenty-one  votes,  what  position  would  we  be  left 
in,  after  a  long  and  tedious  trial,  and  this  great  expense  to  the 
State  ?  Therefore,  I  shall  vote  against  excusing  any  man  from 
attendance  upon  this  Senate,  as  I  said,  unless  it  is  a  matter  of 
sickness  of  himself  or  family,  or  death. 

Leave  was  not  granted. 

The  respondent  and  his  counsel  entered  the  chamber,  and 
took  their  seats  within  the  bar. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Gentlemen  counsel  for  the  respond.- 
ent,  and  the  Honorable  Managers :  On  the  motion  made  by 
the  counsel  for  the  respondent,  the  vote  stands,  yeas,  3  ;  nays, 
33.  'The  motion  is  therefore  lost.  Are  the  counsel  for  the 
respondent  ready  to  file  their  answers  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr,  President:  I  have  the  answer  of  the 
respondent  in  this  matter  ready  to  file,  not  in  so  good  a  shape 
as  we  could  wish,  but  probably  sufficient  in  substance,  if  not 
in  form.    It  is  the  original  draft.    I  have  not  had  time  to  copy 
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it,  or  to  accommodate  the  Managers  on  the  other  side  with  a 
copy  of  it.  If  it  be  suffieient,  we  will  tile  it  in  the  shape  that 
it  now  is, 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  would  suggest  to  counsel  that  the 
answer  should  be  read,  that  the  Senate  may  know  what  it  is. 
Do  you  wish  the  Secretary  to  read  it  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — The  formal  filing  was  all ;  I  will  read  it. 

Mr.  Shipman  commenced  the  reading  of  the  answer  at  half- 
past  nine  o'clock,  and  the  reading  was  concluded  at  ten  min- 
utes past  ten. 

The  answer  is  as  follows : 
In  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Impeachment. 

The  answer  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  to  the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited 
against  him  by  the  Managers,  in  behalf  of  the  House  of 


This  respondent,  saving  and  reserving  to  himself  all  benefit 
of  exception  to  the  many  errors  and  imperfections  in  the 
several  articles  and  speeiiicatious  in  said  articles  contained, 
and  not  confessing  any  or  either  of  them  to  be  true,  or 
admitting  the  authority  of  the  Managers  to  exhibit  the  same 
on  behalf  of  the  House,  bat  denying  their  right  and  protest- 
ing against  their  assumption  of  power  in  that  behalf,  and 
insisting  that  he  is  under  no  obligation  to  answer  articles  of 
impeaehmeut  which  have  never  been  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Eepresentatives  and  which  are  not  exhibited  by  them,  or  to 
submit  to  a  trial  thereon,  and  in  no  way  waiving  this  objection, 
but  reserving  the  right  to  urge  the  same  at  any  and  all  times : 

For  answer  to  Article  L,  he  says  that  he  is  not  guilty  of  the 
offense  therein  charged  against  him,  and  he  denies  each  and 
every  allegation  therein  contained,  and  alleges  the  same,  in  the 
manner  and  form  therein  charged,  to  be  wholly  false  and 
untrue. 

And  further  answering  thereto,  he  savs  that  his  term  of 
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office  commenced  January  1st,  1 871.  That  before  that  time, 
divers  tracts  of  land  both  great  and  email  had  been  marked 
npon  the  books  of  the  ofBce  as  reserved  to  various  individuals, 
and  that  these  reserves  so  appeared  upon  the  books  when  he 
took  possession  of  the  oflce.  That  he  does  not  Icnow  whether 
such  lands  were  reserved  for  the  "particular  benefit  and 
advantage  of  certain  land  dealers"  or  not,  as  he  was  in  uo 
way  a  party  thereto  or  connected  therewith,  and  knows  not 
how,  or  why,  or  when  they  were  reserved,  except  that  it  was 
done  before  he  came  into  the  office ;  but  he  denies,  and  stamps 
as  wholly  false  and  untrue,  the  charge  in  said  article,  that  such 
or  any  lands  were  withheld  "for  a  private  pecuniary  con- 
sideration" to  this  respondent,  and  states  that  he  had  no 
interest  in  them,  or  in  their  proceeds,  or  any  expectation  of 
being  benefited  pecuniarily  or  otherwise  thereby.  That  he 
is  unable  to  state  whether  his  then  Deputy  had  any  interest 
in  such  reserves  or  not,  but  if  he  had,  that  in  obtaining  the 
same,  he  took  advantage  of  his  position,  and  the  confidence 
in  him  reposed  by  this  respondent,  to  practice  secretly  and! 
without  the  respondent's  knowledge,  that  which  he  knew 
this  resjwndeut  would  not  have  permitted  him  to  do  if  it 
came  to  his  knowledge;  but  if  he  in  fact  did  have,  this 
respondent  submits  that  he  cannot  be  made  to  answer  there- 
for. He  further  says,  that  some  time  after  that,  as  he  became 
better  informed  of  matters  in  the  office  and  his  duties  per- 
taining thereto,  he  was  convinced  that  some  of  these  reserves 
ought  to  be  removed  from  the  books  and  the  practice 
changed,  and  he  accordingly  commenced  the  work  of  remov- 
ing them  therefrom,  and  has  since  then  been  laboring  to 
the  best  of  his  ability  to  correct  the  books  and  the  practice 
itself  which  seemed  to  have  existed  under  former  administra- 
tions, and  to  have  been  entailed  upon  the  office,  as  well  as  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  thereofl  That  at  no  time  since  he  has 
been  Commissioner,  has  he  received  any  pecuniary  or  other 
benefit  whatever  for  or  on  account  of  withholding  lands  from 
sale,  directly  or  indirectly,  nor  does  he  expect  to  receive  any, 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  191 

nor  does  he  know  that  his  present  Deputy  or  uny  of  his  clerks 
Imve  withheld  lands  from  market  for  their  own  or  others'  ben- 
efit ;  and  if  they  have  (which  he  does  not  admit,  but  denies), 
it  has  been  done  without  this  respondent's  knowledge  or  con- 
sent and  in  direct  opposition  to  his  instructions. 

He  further  says  that  most  of  the  reserves  mentioned  were 
for  State  road  contractors  or  upon  their  orders,  and  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  difficulty  to  ascertain  which  of  them  were  good 
and  ought  to  be  withheld  from  sale  and  those  which  ought  not 
to  be,  and  that  although  the  work  has  been  vigorously  prose- 
cuted, the  books  are  not  yet  entirely  corrected. 

For  answer  to  Article  II.,  he  says :  That  he  is  not  guilty  of 
the  offense  therein  charged.  He  denies  that  he  has  ever,  by 
himself  or  with  his  Deputy,  or  with  his  clerks,  or  with  either 
of  them,  directly  or  indirectly  engaged  "  in  the  purchase  of 
lands  from  the  State"  which  were  "  for  sale  in  the  Land  Office 
of  this  State,  of  which  he  was  chief." 

And  he  insists  that  the  allegations  and  charges  in  the  said 
article  contained,  are  so  vague,  indefinite,  and  uncertain,  that 
he  ought  not  to  he  called  upon  to  answer  the  same,  and  this 
respondent  excepts  to  the  sufBcieney  of  the  said  article,  in 
this,  that  it  is  not  alleged  or  stated  therein  what  acts  were 
done  by  him,  or  the  time  when  such  alleged  purchases  were 
made,  or  what  pieces,  or  kind,  or  class  of  lands  were  purchased, 
and  in  that  it  does  not  designate,  describe,  or  define  any  act 
whereby  this  respondent  can  understand  or  know  what  is 
imputed  or  charged  against  him.  He  denies  that  he  is  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  or  that  he  did  commit  a  high 
misdemeanor  in  office,  as  is  charged  in  said  article,  or  that  the 
facta  therein  stated,  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  are 
therein  set  forth,  do  constitute  such  offense. 

For  answer  to  Article  III.,  he  says :  That,  by  section  one  of 
aet  Ho.  329  of  the  Laws  of  1859,  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office  was  required  to  issue  a  certificate  of  piirebase  to 
every  settler  or  occupant  of  swamp  lands  belonging  to  the 
State,  in  a  subdivision  of  forty  acres,  whenever  it  should  he 
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made  to  appear  to  liim  that  such  settler  or  ocaipant  had  actn- 
ally  resided  thereon  for  five  continuous  years,  and  had  also 
drained  the  same  as  provided  by  the  act  of  Congress  by  which 
such  lands  were  conveyed  to  the  State. 

By  section  (wo,  before  such  settler  or  occupant  could  acquire 
the  right  to  occupy  or  drain  such  lands,  as  provided  by  section 
one,  he  was  required  to  file  with  the  Commissioner  hia  applica- 
tion under  oath,  and  obtain  from  him  a  license  "  to  enter  upon 
and  occupy  and  drain  said  lands,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
title  thereto." 

By  section  three,  the  applicant  was  required  to  make  oath 
that  he  was  not  the  owner  of  forty  acres  of  land  in  any  State 
or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  to  entitle  him  to  the  benefit 
of  the  act. 

Section  four  provided  that  the  license  should  contain  a 
clause  that  the  settler  or  occupant  should  not  be  authorizei 
to  cut  any  pine  or  other  valuable  timber  unless  to  clear  the 
land  for  cultivation,  and  then  only  so  much  as  might  be  nec- 
essary to  improve  the  same,  and  for  a  violation  of  these  condi- 
tions he  should  be  liiible  as  a  trespasser  upon  State  lands. 

This  act  contained  no  provision  authorizing  the  Commis- 
sioner to  sell  the  lands  in  case  the  applicant  should  obtain  hie 
Jieense  by  falsehood,  or  without  intending  to  reside  iipon  ot 
drain  the  land,  or  should  not  in  fact  settle  upon  it ;  nor  did  it 
reach  cases  where  he  originally  intended  to  settle  upon  the 
land  but  abandoned  the  intention  afterwards.  This  omission 
in  the  act  eonld  only  result  in  many  pieces  of  land  being 
withheld  from  market  under  these  licenses,  which  ought  to 
have  been  subject  to  sale.  To  apparently  supply  this  defect  in 
the  system,  and  require  more  proof  on  the  part  of  the  settler, 
the  act  No.  108  of  the  Laws  of  1861  mentioned  in  said  article 
was  passed,  section  one  giving  the  settler  the  right  to  license 
eighty  instead  of  forty  acres,  and  amending  section  four  of  the 
act  of  1859,  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  4.  And  it  is  further  provided,  that  the  license  for 
settlement  granted  under  this  act  shall  contain  a  clause  which 
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Bhall  expressly  provide  that  the  settler  or  occupant  ahal], 
within  three  months  after  the  date  of  said  license,  file  with 
the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  a  certificate  from  the 
supervisor  of  the  township  in  which  the  land  ia  located, 
together  with  the  affidavit  of  such  settler  that  he  is  in  the 
actual  possession  and  occupancy  of  such  land ;  *  *  *  * 
and  it  is  further  provided  that  if  such  settler  shall  not  file  his 
certificate  and  oath  of  settlement  and  occupancy,  aa  above 
provided,  *  *  *  *  ^jigjj  jjjg  claim  shall  be  deemed 
as  void,  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office  shall, 
from  and  after  said  time,  sell  said  lands  the  same  aa  other 
swamp  lands,  and  this  provision  shall  be  inserted  in  the 
license  for  said  lands." 

In  1865  other  safeguards  were  added  by  act  No.  'iGd,  pro- 
viding that  any  audi  licensed  land  should  be  subject  to  sale  by 
the  Commiasioner  after  five  years  from  the  date  of  the  licenae 
upon  proof  of  non-settlement,  and  after  too  years  upon  proof 
of  abandonment  by  the  licensee. 

So  that  since  the  respondent  has  been  in  office  he  was 
required  by  the  laws  of  1861  to  sell  such  licensed  lands  the 
same  as  other  swamp  lands,  unless  the  settler  should  file  the 
certificate  of  the  supervisor  of  the  township  in  which  the  land 
was  located,  together  with  his  own  affidavit,  within  three 
months  after  the  date  of  hia  license,  showing  him  to  be  in  the 
actual  possession  and  occupancy  of  the  land;  and  by  the  laws 
of  1865  ench  lands  were  subject  to  sale  notwithsta,nding  the 
filing  of  such  certificate  and  affidavit,  after  five  years,  upon 
proof  of  n  on -settlement,  and  after  ten  years,  upon  proof  of 
abandonment  by  the  licensee. 

And  this  respondent  respectfully  submits  that  if  a  practice 
formerly  existed  in  the  Land  Office  to  withhold  auch  licensed 
lands  from  sale  in  favor  of  settlers  where  no  proofs  of  settle- 
ment and  occupancy  required  by  the  laws  of  1861  had  been 
filed,  that  the  Commissioner  would  commit  no  offense  in  obey- 
ing the  law  instead  of  following  a  practice  whieh  disregarded  it. 
25 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


194  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

He  further  sabmits  that  the  first  and  third  articles  are  in- 
ooDBSstent  and  irreconcilable  in  this;  That  in  the  first  it  i8  in 
substance  charged  as  an  offense  for  the  CommiBsioner  to  with- 
hold from  sale  land  without  permission  of  law,  and'  in  the 
third  it  is  in  substance  charged  as  an  ofiense  to  not  withhold 
from  sale  land  under  the  same  circumstances,  and  tliat  the 
Managers  "in  behalf  of  the  House"  ought  not  to  be  heard 
when  thej  allege  things  contradietorj\ 

And  further  answering  thereto,  this  respondent  denies  that 
ho  had  any  knowledge  whatever  as  to  whether  the  settlers 
referred  to  were  or  were  not  in  possession  of  the  lands  men- 
tioned in  their  licenses,  or  whether  they  ever  had  been  in 
possession  of  such  lands  under  the  licenses  or  otherwise,  or 
whether  they  had  made  any  improvements  on  their  lands,  ex- 
cept as  shown  by  the  records  of  his  office,  and  not  in  those 
cases  except  where  his  attention  was  specially  called  to  them ; 
that  his  home  is  in  the  southern  part  of  the  State,  distant 
from  where  this  class  of  lands  lie;  and  he  lias  never  had  any 
personal  bnowleelge  of  land  occupied  or  claimed  by  a  settler, 
nor  information  about  any  such  lands  except  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  in  the  office ;  and  that  all  and  each  and 
every  statement,  allegation,  or  intimation  to  the  contrary  in 
said  article  are  untrue. 

He  denies  that  he  has  or  ever  had  any  interest,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  such  lands,  or  that  he  ever  made  a  profit  large 
or  email  out  of  them,  or  for  any  information  furnished  about 
them,  or  expects  to  receive  any  benefit  or  advantage  there- 
from. That  he  has  furnished  to  no  one  descriptions  of  licensed 
land  "for  the  purpose  of  securing  gain"  to  himself,  his  Deputy, 
or  clerks,  and  that  all  and  every  charge  or  intimation  that  he  has 
done  so,  in  the  article  mentioned,  are  false  and  untrue.  That 
if  his  Deputy  or  any  of  his  clerks  have  furnished  any  such 
information  for  any  gain,  it  was  done  without  his  knowledge 
or  consent  and  against  his  positive  orders. 

And  touching  the  practice  of  withholding  licensed  land 
from  sale,  the  respondent  says  he  was  not  acquainted  with  the 
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practice  of  the  office  iinder  the  law  of  1861,  except  as  it  came 
to  his  knowledge  upon  examination  of  the  records  and  files  of 
the  office,  and  he  then  found  that  the  practice  in  this  as  well 
as  in  other  matters  had  not  been  uniform,  and  that  he  was 
unable  to  ascertain  any  settled  rule  existing  about  it.  That 
he  then  himself  examined  the  law,  not  nnmindful  of  "the 
policy  of  tlie  State  to  protect  the  actual  settlers,"  as  that  policy 
was  indicated  by  the  laws  made  for  his  guidance.  That  the 
licenses  nsed,  and  under  which  the  lands  were  held,  contained 
the  clause  required  by  the  law  of  1861,  in  regard  to  filiog  proof 
of  settlement  and  occupancy  within  three  months  after  the 
date  of  the  license,  and  this  respondent  could  find  no  room  for 
the  exercise  of  a  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner 
to  shield  the  settler  from  the  consequence  of  his  non-compli- 
ance with  this  law  if  the  land  should  be  applied  for  by  another 
party;  and  he  therefore  did  decide  that  such  lands  were,  in  the 
absence  of  such  proof,  subject  to  sale,  not  only  in  October  last, 
bat  long  before  that  time.  Tliat  he  made  such  decision  in 
the  utmost  good  faith,  and  while  he  did  so  reluctantly,  he  had 
no  doubt  of  its  correctness,  and  that  his  confidence  in  the  posi- 
tion then  taken  has  been  in  no  degree  shaken  since.  That 
the  only  discretion  left  in  the  Commissioner,  or  which  the  law 
would  allow  him  to  exercise,  was  to  peimit  the  settler  to  make 
the  proof  of  possession  and  occupancy  at  any  time  before  the 
land  should  be  actually  applied  for  by  other  parties,  and  even 
this  seemed  a  somewhat  forced  construction  of  the  act  in  favor 
of  the  settler ;  biit  it  has  always  been  acted  upon  as  the  rule  of 
the  office  in  such  eases  by  this  respondent.  And  he  respectfully 
submits  to  this  Honorable  Court  that  his  said  decision  was  and 
is  correct  under  the  law,  aud  that  he  went  so  far  as  the  law 
would  permit  him  to  go  in  favor  of  the  settler. 

He  denies  absolutely  that  such  decision  was  made  corruptly, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  gain,  or  in  any  way  influenced  by  the 
hope  or  expectation  of  pecuniary  gain  or  other  advantage  to 
himself,  hia  Deputy,  or  any  of  his  clerks,  and  that  all  such 
charges  or  intimations,  whether  directly  or  indirectly  made 
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against  him  in  said  article,  are  pure  fabrications,  and  false  in 
every  particular. 

And  ill  regard  to  furnisliing  descriptions  of  licensed  lands 
"to  divers  persons  on  divers  days  and  times  since  the  decision 
aforesaid,"  charged  in  said  article,  he  further  says:  That  by 
section  1  of  act  No.  66  of  the  Laws  of  1869,  the  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  OfBce  is  "authorized  and  required,  on 
application  of  any  person,  and  on  payment  by  such  person  of 
the  fees  allowed  by  law,  to  make  and  deliver  to  such  person  a 
true  copy  of  any  fleld-notes,  maps,  records,  or  papers  in  his 
office,  appertaining  to  land  titles  or  to  the  original  surveys  of 
any  of  the  lands  in  this  State."  Section  two  of  the  act  fises 
the  prices  or  fees  to  he  charged  therefor;  and  section  three 
requires  the  fees  received  for  such  services  to  be  paid  into  the 
State  Treasury  and  credited  to  the  general  fund. 

That  in  obedience  to  this  law,  this  respondent  has,  by  his 
Deputy  or  clerks,  furnished  all  parties  such  information  in  his 
office  appertaining  to  land  titles  as  they  might  require,  without 
distinction  of  persons  or  discrimination  as  to  the  class  of  lands 
abont  which  such  information  ivas  asked.  Thathedid  not  con- 
eider  it  his  duty  or  right  to  refuse  such  infoi-mation  to  any  one 
legally  applying  therefor,  or  to  inquire  why  or  for  what  purpose 
such  information  was  required  or  might  be  used.  That  he  has 
never  personally  attended  to  this  part  of  the  office  business, 
and  has  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  particular  case,  but  he 
knows  that  such  was  the  general  practice  of  the  office,  and  will 
continue  to  he  so  long  as  he  is  Commissioner,  unless  the  law 
is  changed.  That  he  does  not  doubt  that  his  clerks  have  fur- 
nished "divers  persons  on  divers  days  and  times"  descriptions 
ot  lands,  both  licensed  and  not  licensed,  as  well  as  other  infor- 
mation in  his  office  appertaining  to  them,  and  he  presumes  that 
some  of  the  persons  obtaining  the  same  purchased  the  lands 
or  part  of  tliem,  and  patents  were  issued  therefor,  the  fees 
received  for  such  services  being  paid  into  the  State  Treasury  as 
required  by  law.  But  he  denies  that  he  corruptly  fiirnislied 
such  information  or  corruptly  permitted  his  clerljs  to  furnish  it. 
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He  denies  that  he  was  interested  directly  or  indirectly  in  such 
lands,  or  in  any  piece,  part,  or  the  smallest  fraction  of  any 
piece  or  part  of  them,  or  in  the  information  famished  about 
them.  He  denies  that  any  improper  information  was  fur- 
nished in  regard  to  them,  or  that  liis  office  contains  informa- 
tion which  is  improper,  or  which  all  persons  have  not  a  right 
to  obtain  upon  proper  application  therefor.  Tie  denies  that  he 
can  be  held  responsible  for  the  use  or  abuse  of  informatioa  so 
obtained  from  the  records  and  papers  in  his  office.  And  he 
states  that  each,  and  all,  and  every  averment  or  intimation  in 
said  article  that  he  had,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  interest  in 
sneh  lands,  or  in  the  information  obtained  about  them,  or  that 
he  received  or  expected  to  receive  any  consideration  or  benefit 
therefor  or  therefrom,  directly  or  indirectly,  are  without  any 
foundation  whatever  and  wholly  false. 

Wherefore  this  respondent  denies  that  he  was  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt conduct  in  office,  or  that  he  was  guilty  of  or  did  commit 
a  misdemeanor  in  office,  as  charged  in  said  article. 

For  answer  to  Article  IV,  ho  says :  That  he  is  not  gnilty 
of  the  ofiense  therein  charged. 

He  denies  tliat  he  conspired  with  the  said  William  G.  Pat- 
rick, or  other  persona  known  or  nnknown,  fraudulently  to 
withhold  from  sale,  and  mark  or  canse  to  be  marked  as  sold, 
large  qaantities,  or  any  quantity  whatever,  of  State  lands,  for 
the  benefit  of,  or  in  fraud  of,  any  one,  or  with  the  intent  to 
cheat  or  defraud  bona  fide  purchasers,  settlers,  or  others.  And 
he  denies  each  and  every  allegation  in  said  article.  He  denies 
conspiring  with  any  one  to  withhold  land  from  sale.  Ho 
denies  withholding  land  from  sale ;  denies  marking  or  causing 
to  be  marked  as  sold  on  the  plat  books  in  his  office,  for  the 
benefit  of  himself  or  any  one  else,  any  lands  that  were  not 
sold;  denies  receiving  by  himself.  Deputy,  or  clerks,  or  from 
any  other  source,  any  money  or  other  thing  therefor ;  denies 
that  bis  Deputy  or  clerks,  or  any  or  either  of  them,  have 
received  or  ever  will  or  can  receive  any  money  or  other  thing 
of  value  for  or  on  account  of  this  respondent's  withholding 
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land  from  sale,  or  for  his  marking  or  causing  to  be  marked  on 
the  plat  books  of  the  office  as  sold,  lands  that  were  not  sold, 
for  the  benefit  of  any  one.  And  that  said  article  is  false  in 
every  particular,  and  as  a  whole.  That  the  said  Patrick  is  a 
stranger  to  him,  and  he  has  no  recollection  of  ever  seeing  him. 

Wherefore  he  denies  that  he  did  on  the  first  day  of  Jane,  or 
on  any  other  day  or  time,  commit  or  was  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  as  alleged  in  said  article. 

For  answer  to  Article  V,  he  says :  He  admits  that  from  the 
commencement  of  his  official  temi  in  January,  1871,  he  has, 
with  his  Deputy,  been  engaged  in  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
swamp  land  scrip,  but  not  in  any  way  so  as  to  interfere  with 
the  due  performance  of  his  official  duties;  that  it  was  the 
custom  and  practice  of  his  immediate  predecessors,  as  well  as 
of  all  former  iucnmhenta  of  the  office,  to  buy  and  sell  such 
scrip,  as  this  respondent  was  informed  by  his  Deputy  upon 
assuming  charge  of  the  office,  and  upon  whom  he  then  relied 
for  information  in  matters  relating  to  the  customs  of  the  ofiice 
and  its  Ibrmer  practices ;  that  he  then  and  still  believes  such 
business  to  be  a  legal  and  lawful  business  for  the  Commis- 
sioner to  engage  in. 

But  he  denies  that  he  so  engaged  and  carried  it  on  as  to 
operate  in  fraud,  and  "to  the  damage  of  the  primary  school 
fund,  the  several  counties  of  the  State,  and  of  the  Treasury  of 
the  State;"  denies  that  any  and  all  substantive  matter  in  the 
said  articles  contained,  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  are 
therein  stated  and  set  forth,  do,  by  law,  constitute  corrupt  con- 
duct in  office,  or  a  misdemeanor  in  office. 

Further  answering  thei-eto,  he  says  the  said  article  does  not 
name,  designate,  describe,  or  define  any  act  done  or  mode  or 
means  used  by  this  respondent  whereby  he  can  know  or  under- 
stand what  act,  or  mode,  or  form  of  attempt,  device,  contriv- 
ance, or  means  are  imputed  to  or  charged  against  this 
respondent  in  his  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Ofiice, 
■whereby  he  can  more  fully  or  definitely  answer  the  said  article 
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than  he  hereby  does ;  and  for  the  reason  iiforesaid  he  excepts 
to  the  Bufficiency  of  said  article. 

Wherefore  he  denies  that  he  waa  guilty  of  corrupt  conduct 
in  office,  or  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office,  as  charged  in 
said  article. 

For  answer  to  Article  VI,  he  says :  That  whon  he  entered 
upon  the  duties  of  his  office,  in  January,  1871,  mindful  of  the 
high  and  responsible  position  in  which  he  was  placed,  he  sought 
to  employ  in  his  office,  as  clerks,  men  worthy  of  the  place,  to 
the  end  that  the  business  of  the  office  might  be  properly  done, 
and  the  interests  of  the  State  cared  for  and  protected.  That 
the  selection  of  such  men  is  necessarily  a  matter  of  difficulty, 
the  best  judges,  at  times,  making  mistakes  in  the  character, 
qnaliflcations,  and  stability  of  the  men  they  select.  That  be 
retained  all  the  clerks  then  in  the  office,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  his  predecessor.  That  upon  examining  the  condition 
of  the  books  and  work  which  onght  to  be  done  in  the  office  to 
get  it  in  the  condition  it  should  be,  be  found  additional  clerks 
must  be  employed.  That  in  the  selection  of  new  clerks  he 
endeavored  faithfully  to  select  those,  and  only  those,  wbo  were 
honest  and  capable  of  performing  the  required  work  in  the 
office  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  and  while  he  may  have  mis- 
judged the  candidates  applying,  as  have  other  men,  in  like 
positions,  he  protests  that  he  cannot  and  ought  not  to  be 
held  liable  for  such  mistakes,  if  any  were,  in  fact,  made. 

He  further  says  that  the  clerks  whom  he  supposes  the 
"Managers  on  behalf  of  the  House"  refer  to  in  said  article  as 
"certain  men  of  dissolute  habits  and  character,"  had,  previous 
to  their  employment  in  the  office,  occnpied  positions  of  honor 
and  trust  in  the  county  where  they  had  for  many  years  resided, 
sustaining  themselves  well,  and  giving  general  satisfaction. 
That  their  character  and  standing  in  the  community  where 
they  had  long  been  known  was  good,  and  their  social  relations 
and  positions  of  the  most  unexceptionable  kind,  and  the 
respondent  knew  of  no  reason  why  they  were  not  in  every 
way  "worthy  of  the  high  trust  and  confidence  necessarily 
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required  of  men  in  their  positions,"  That  so  far  as  their 
duties  in  the  office  are  concerned,  lie  knows  they  were  capable 
and  efficient,  and  whatever  their  private  life  may  have  been, 
be  denies  that  he  can  be  held  responsible  for  it.  He  denies 
that  he  ever  appointed  or  kept  in  his  office  as  clerli,  any  one, 
with  good  or  bad  habits,  "for  the  corrupt  and  unlawful  pur- 
pose of  personal  benefit  and  gain,"  as  charged  in  said  article, 
or  that  he  ever  received  or  expects  to  receive,  from  them  or 
from  any  one,  a  "personal  benefit  or  gain,"  by  reason  of  the 
employment  of  any  clerk  in  his  office,  and  that  such  statement, 
in  the  manner  and  form  as  charged  in  said  articles,  is  wholly 
devoid  of  truth. 

And  with  reference  to  allowing  his  clerks  to  purchase  lands 
for  sale  in  the  Land  Office,  or  to  be  interested  in  purchases 
made  in  the  name  of  others,  and  to  act  as  agents  for  i-eward  for 
laud  dealers  in  entering  land,  he  says  that  if  any  of  his  clerks 
did  purchase  such  lands,  or  wore  interested,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, in  purchases  made  in  the  name  of  others,  or  did  act  as 
agents  for  others,  as  charged  in  said  article,  they  did  so  secretly 
and  clandestinely,  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  this 
respondent,  and  against  liia  orders,  and  knowing  that  all  such 
practices  were  prohibited  by  him  and  would  not  be  permitted 
if  they  came  to  bis  knowledge — and  he  denies  that  he  can  be 
held  responsible  for  them,  or  that  he  thereby  committed  any 
offense  whatever. 

And  as  to  his  clerks  selling  "valuable  information  contained 
in  such  office,"  he  answers  that  all  information  contained  in 
the  office  is  public  property,  and  for  sale  under  Act  No.  66  of 
the  Laws  of  1869,  to  any  person  applying  and  paying  the  legal 
fees  therefor,  but  that  if  tliey  sold  the  same  corruptly  and  there- 
by got  "unlawful  gain,"  he  did  not  then,  and  does  not  now 
know  it,  and  they  did  it  without  bis  authority,  knowledge,  or 
consent. 

And  further  answering,  be  says,  that  after  becoming  ac- 
quainted somewhat  with  the  business  of  the  office,  and  the 
temptations  thrown  in  the  way  of  clerks  to  act  as  agents  for 
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outsiders,  Ijesidee  Jiis  verbal  orders,  he,  about  the  first  of  July, 
1871,  caused  to  be  printed  rales  for  the  gOTornment  of  the 
office,  of  which  tliis  is  a  copy : 

KULE3  AND   EEGULATIOSS    OF  THE   STATE   LAND   OFFICE — FOR 
THE  INTOEMATION  OF  EMPLOYES  OSLY. 

Office  hours  from  8  A.  M.  to  13  M.,  and  from  1-^  P.  M.  to  5 
P.  M. 

Clerks  will  be  at  their  posts  promptly,  and  devote  their  time, 
during  office  hours,  exclusively  to  office  business. 

Any  information  sought  will  be  cheerfully  given,  and  all 
business  matters  carefully  attended  to,  by  the  Commissioner 
or  Deputy;  but  no  employe  in  the  office  will  be  allowed  to  act 
as  agent  for  other  parties,  or  transact  any  business  in  the  office, 
except  in  the  regular  discharge  of  his  duties. 

Habitual  and  loud  conversation  must  not  be  indulged  in. 

Smoking  in  the  office  is  prohibited. 

Leave  of  absence,  not  to  exceed  four  weeks  in  any  one  yeaj, 
will  be  granted  to  clerks,  at  such  times  as  will  least  interfere 
with  the  business  of  the  office. 

CHA8.  A.  EDMONDS, 

Commissioner. 

A  copy  of  these  rules  was  given  to  each  of  the  clerks  in  the 
office  and  the  same  were  caused  to  be  posted  in  the  office  for 
the  information  of  all  his  employes,  where  they  yet  remain ; 
and  that  if  such  rules,  or  the  verbal  instructions  mentioned, 
have  been  violated  by  the  clerks  in  his  office,  this  respondent 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact,  and  he  submits  he  is  not  in  this 
proceeding  responsible  therefor. 

And  he  denies  that  by  reason  of  any  matter  in  said  article 
contained  he  was  guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  office  or  did 
commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office.  And  also  denies  that  any 
and  all  matters  in  the  said  article  contained,  in  manner  and 
form  as  the  same  are  therein  stated  and  set  forth,  do  constitute 
corrupt  conduct  in  office,  or  a  misdemeanor  in  office,  within 
the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State. 

And  he  here  excepts  to  the  sufGeiency  of  the  allegations 
contained  in  said  article,  and  states  for  ground  of  exception 
26 
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that  it  ia  not  stated  or  alleged  therein  that  this  respondent  had 
any  knowledge  of  the  alleged  corrupt  conduct  of  his  clerks. 

And  for  answer  to  Article  VII,  this  respondent  says:  That 
upon  taking  possession  of  the  office,  in  January,  1871,  he  was 
not  well  enough  imformed  of  its  duties  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  bustness  of  the  office  had  been  or  should  be  done, 
to  not  depend  upon  others.  That  he  appointed  for  his  Deputy 
one  who  had  been  in  the  office  for  many  years,  and  was  well 
recommended  for  the  position  by  his  immediate  predecessor, 
under  whom  he  bad  served,  supposing  him  to  be  familiar  with 
its  duties  and  the  practice  of  the  former  Commissioners,  and 
a  person  whom  lie  could  trust  to  manage  it  until  he  should 
himself  learn  its  duties;  and,  for  the  first  few  months  of  hia 
term,  he  was  compelled  to  and  did  trust  to  his  Deputy  to 
carry  on  the  ofBce ;  the  orders  of  the  respondent  to  him  being 
to  conduct  it  as  though  no  change  in  the  chief  had  been  made; 
this  respondent,  in  the  mean  time,  studying  the  laws  relating 
to  his  duties,  and  gradually  familiarizing  himself  with  the 
work  and  detail  of  the  office.  That  he  used  a  compilation  of 
the  Land  Office  laws,  prepared  by  his  predecessor,  containing, 
as  he  understood,  all  the  laws  in  the  State  pertaining  to  that 
department,  but  it  did  not  contain  this  section  234  referred  to 
in  said  article,  and  this  respondent  was  not  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence of  any  such  law  until  since  this  proceeding  was  com- 
menced against  him.  That  during  these  investigations  he 
kept  careful  watch  of  his  Deputy  and  of  his  management,  and 
at  different  times  suggested  changes,  but  he  was  always  met 
with  opposition  and  the  assurance  that  such  had  always  been 
the  practice  of  the  office.  That  his  Deputy  did  not  tell  him, 
nor  did  this  respondent  discover,  this  practice  of  retaining 
money  sent  for  land,  and  entering  the  land  with  swamp-land 
scrip  from  actual  transactions  in  the  office  by  his  Deputy,  but 
lie  heard  of  it  outside  the  office.  Upon  investigation  he  ascer- 
tained that  such  had  been  the  practice  of  the  office  during  all 
former  administrations  of  it  so  far  back  as  he  could  get  any 
information  about  it;  but  this  respondent  did  not  approve  of 
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it,  and  thereupon  ordered  it  to  be  discontinued,  and  all  moneys 
received  for  sucli  lands  to  be  paid  into  the  State  Treasury,  and 
the  land  entered  with  cash  and  not  with  scrip ;  and,  finally,  to 
insure  a  change  in  this  as  well  in  other  practices  which  he 
deemed  prejudicial  to  the  public  interests,  he  changed  his 
Deputy,  and  the  practice  ceased. 

He  therefore  denies  that  he  has  committed  a  crime  against 
the  laws  of  this  State,  or  is  guilty  of  misconduct  in  oEEce  by 
reaBoo  of  any  matter  or  thing  in  said  article  contained,  and  he 
denies  that  the  matters  and  things  in  the  said  article  contained, 
in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  are  therein  stated  and  set 
forth,  do  constitute  a  crime  under  the  laws  of  this  State,  or 
misconduct  in  office  withiu  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution 
of  this  State. 

And  this  respondent  maintains  and  will  insist  further  that 
said  section  2.34  has  no  application  to  the  respondent,  and 
never  had ;  and  that  the  law  itself  has  not  been  in  force  as  a 
law  for  over  fifteen  years. 

].  That  the  section  mentioned,  found  under  the  general 
title  of  "  Provisions  respecting  State  indebtedness  and  State 
Fund  Commissioners,"  is  Sec,  4  of  Act  20  of  the  Laws  of 
1843,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  withdrawal  of 
Treasury  notes,  and  for  other  purposes,"  the  first  section 
of  which  (although  not  printed  in  the  Compiled  Laws) 
is  as  much  in  force  as  the  others,  included  collectors  of 
moneys  for  freight  or  fare  on  the  works  of  internal  improve- 
meot  of  the  State,  and  the  commissioners  or  superintend- 
ents who  received  it,  requiring  the  collector  to  pay  over  to 
them  "the  identical  funds  received,"  and  the  commissioner 
or  superintendent  to  pay  the  same  into  the  State  Treasury 
•'in  the  specific  funds  received."  Certain  other  ofBcers  are 
mentioned  in  other  parts  of  the  act,  but  the  Commissioner  of 
the  Land  Office  is  nowhere  named  or  referred  to.  The  "  Fund 
Commissioners"  mentioned  in  the  title  were  a  board  created  by 
"An  act  to  establish  the  State  Bank  of  Michigan,"  being  Act 
No.  37  of  the  Laws  of  1839,  who  had  the  superintendence  and 
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arrangement  of  the  sinking  fund,  the  inisrnal  improvement 
Fund,  the  surplus  revenue,  the  commoTi  school  and  University 
funds,  '-and  all  other  funds  belonging  to  this  State."  Section 
234  (section  i  of  the  act)  includes  only  the  classes  of 
oiEcera  referred  to  iu  the  act,  whose  doty  it  was  by  the  then 
esisting  laws  to  collect  or  receive  "debts,  taxes,  or  other  dues 
coming  to  the  State."  The  section  is  specific  in  defining  and 
designating  them  as  the  "  aforesaid  collecting  and  disbursing 
oflBcers  or  agents,"  meaning  those  before  referred  to,  as  well  as 
designating  the  funds  as  those  "coming  to  the  State"  from 
the  sources  named.  The  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office 
never  collected  or  disbursed  such  funds,  nor  did  they  ever 
"pass  through  his  hands." 

2.  The  State  Land  Office  was  first  inaugurated  by  Act  No. 
43  of  the  Laws  of  1843,  but  was  only  a  bureau  in  the  Auditor 
General's  office  until  January  1, 1844,  when  the  first  Commis- 
sioner of  the  State  Land  Office  was  created ;  so  that  tlie  law  of 
1843,  upon  which  the  article  is  based,  could  not  have  had  ref- 
erence to,  or  included  that  officer;  besides,  the  same  subject 
matter  is  provided  for  in  section  30  of  the  act  creating  that 
officer. 

3.  The  Laws  of  1855,  Act  No.  153,  provide: 

"Sec.  3.  No  official  bond  shall  hereafter  be  required  of  the 
Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  and  all  moneys  here- 
tofore Inquired  to  be  received  by  him,  shall  hereafter  be  received 
by  the  State  Treasurer  (escept  as  herein  provided),  who  shall, 
in  all  eases,  give  receipts  for  the  same,  which  receipts  shall  be 
countersigned  by  the  Auditor  General,  as  in  other  cases ;"  and 
the  act  nowhere  provided  for  his  receiving  any  funds.  Under 
Act  No.  G6  of  Laws  of  1869,  he  can  receive  fees  for  office  infor- 
mation, and  by  the  act  No.  85  of  1869,  the  purchasers  of  the 
trust  fund  or  swamp  lands  "shall  be  permitted  to  pay"  to  the 
Commissioner  moneys  due  from  time  to  time  on  their  certifi- 
cates, "either  for  principal,  interest,  or  penalty,"  on  redemp- 
tion from  forfeitures ;  hut  he  is  not,  by  law,  made  the  receiver 
of  moneys  paid  on  the  sale  of  swamp  or  other  lands ;  nor  is 
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he,  in  any  sense,  a  collecting  or  disbursing  officer,  or  "other 
officer  or  agent  through  whose  hands  (such)  public  moneys 
pass"  as  are  referred  to  in  said  aeetiou  ^34. 

4.  The  section  only  included  officers  handling  funds  due  or 
to  become  due  the  State,  from  sources  then  existing,  and  in  the 
act  specified,  whereas  the  State  had  no  swamp  land  until  after 
the  passage  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  September  28, 1850,  and 
hence  the  act  of  1S43  could  not  haye  contemplated  or  included 
funds  coming  from  that  source.  Besides  it  does  not  include 
money  to  be  paid  or  received  on  sales  of  land,  but  is  limited 
in  express  terms  to  the  funds  "received  in  the  collection  of 
taxes  or  other  public  dues,  or  for  freight  and  charges  to 
passengers  on  the  State  railroads." 

5,  The  act  of  1843  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  Kc\  i^cd  Statutes 
of  184C,  but  the  subjects  of  embezzling  by  State  officers  and 
of  paying  over  moneys  to  the  person  authorized  bj  law  to 
receive  the  same,  are  provided  for  m  sections  37  and  Z3  of 
chapter  ]54;  and  section  1  of  chapter  173  of  that  statute 
declares  that  "  all  acts  and  pdrts  of  acts  heretofoie  pissed  hy 
the  Legislature  shall  be  repealed  -i-  «  *  * 
the  subjects  whereof  are  revised  and  re-enacted  in  these  Reiised 
Statutes,  or  which  are  repugnant  to  the  prorisions  therein  con- 
tained." The  subjects  of  the  section  upon  which  the  charges 
in  the  article  is  based,  having  been  revised  and  re-enacted  by 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  1846,  the  old  act  was  no  longer  in  force. 

Wherefore,  for  the  reasons  and  matters  afoi'esaid,  he  excepts 
to  the  Biifflciency  of  the  said  article. 

And  in  answer  to  Article  VIII,  this  respondent  denies  that 
he  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  in  manner  and  form  as  the 
same  is  therein  charged,  and  denies  that  the  matters  in  said 
article  contained,  as  the  same  are  therein  stated,  do  constitute 
a  misdemeanor  witliin  the  meaning  and  intent  of  the  statute 
of  this  State. 

And  he  here  excepts  to  the  sufficiency  of  said  article,  in  this, 
that  it  does  not  state  that  this  respondent  knew  the  said 
printed  paper  to  be  of  the  character  or  kind  therein  alleged. 
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And  he  further  says,  that  neither  the  said  article,  nor  any 
allegation  therein  contained,  touch  or  relate  to  any  official  act 
or  doing  of  this  respondent  in  the  ofBce  of  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office,  or  in  the  discharge  of  any  of  his  con- 
stitutional or  legal  duties  or  responsibilities,  but  said  article, 
and  the  allegations  thereof,  relate  only  to  this  respondent  as 
a  citizen,  in  his  personal  capacity;  and  lie  denies  that  by 
reason  of  any  matter  in  said  article  alleged,  he,  as  Commis- 
sioner of  the  State  Land  Office,  has  been  gnilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor within  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Constitution  of 
this  State. 

For  answer  to  Article  IX,  he  denies  that  he  did  commit  a 
crime  against  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  manner  and 
form  as  the  same  is  therein  charged,  and  denies  that  the  mat- 
ters in  said  article  contained,  as  the  same  are  therein  stated,  do 
constitute  a  crime  within  the  moaning  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

And  he  further  says  that  neither  the  said  article  nor  any 
allegation  therein  contained,  touch  or  relate  to  any  official 
act  or  doing  of  this  respondent  in  his  said  office,  or  to  the 
discharge  of  any  of  his  official  duties  or  responsibilities, 
but  relate  only  to  him  as  a  citizen  in  his  personal 
capacity.  And  he  denies  that  by  reason  of  any  matter 
in  the  said  article  alleged,  he,  as  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office,  did  commit  a  crime  within  the  true  intent  and 
meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State. 

In  answer  to  Article  X,  he  says  that  he  did  not  commit  and 
is  not  guilty  of  any  of  the  matters  therein  charged,  and  he 
denies  each  and  every  allegation  therein  contained,  and  says 
that  the  same  are  nntrne,  and  he  denies  that  the  matters  in 
the  said  article  contained,  in  manner  and  foi-m  as  the  same 
are  therein  stated  and  set  forth,  do  constitute  good  cause  for 
removal  from  office  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  this  State. 

And  in  answer  to  Article  XI,  this  respondent  says:  That  he 
did  not  commit,  and  is  notguiltyof  anyof  the  offenses  ormat- 
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ters  therein  charged,  and  says  the  same  are  false  and  untrue. 
lie  denies  that  the  matters  in  the  said  article  contained,  in  man- 
ner and  form  as  the  same  are  therein  stated  and  set  forth,  do 
constitute  a  crime  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  of  this 
State,  and  he  denies  that  the  matters  therein  alleged  and  the 
alleged  crime  therein  charged,  can  bL'  investigated  upon  the 
complaint  or  presentment  of  the  Managers  acting  "on  behalf 
of  the  House," 

And  further  assuming,  he  says  that  neitlier  the  said  article 
nor  any  allegation  therein  contained  touch  or  relate  to  any 
official  act  or  doing  of  this  respondent  in  his  said  office,  or  to 
the  discharge  of  any  of  his  official  duties  or  responsibilities, 
hut  relate  only  to  him  as  a  citizen  in  his  personal  capacity,  and 
ho  denies  that  by  reason  of  any  matter  in  the  said  article  con- 
tained he  did  commit  or  was  guilty  of  a  crime  within  the 
meaning  or  intent  of  the  Constitution  of  this  State, 

And  this  respondent,  in  submitting  to  this  Honorable  Court 
this  his  answer  to  the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited 
against  him,  respectfully  reserves  leave  to  amend  and  add  to 
the  same  from  time  to  time  as  may  become  necessary  or 
proper,  and  when  and  as  such  necessity  and  propriety  shall 
appear. 

CHAS.  A.  EDMONDS. 

Jno.  B,  Shipmas, 

JOSAS  H.  McGowAN, 

Of  Counsel. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Senators,  yoit  have  heard  the  answer 
submitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent :  what  is  the 
pleasure  of  the  Senate  ? 

Mr.  Romeyn — I  move  that  the  answer  of  the  respondent  to 
the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited  against  him  by  the 
House  of  Representatiyes  be  received  and  filed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  motion. 

The  Secretary  read  the  motion ; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Presiding  Officer— It  is  so  ordered.  The  answer  will  he 
received  and  filed. 
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Are  the  Managers  ready  i< 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President,  it  will  be  necessary, 
according  to  the  proceedings  in  simiiar  cases,  to  file  a  replica- 
tion, and  we  ask  permission  to  file  a  replication  on  behalf  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  as  its  Managers,  and  we  are  not 
ready  at  this  moment  to  file  that  replication.  We  have  listened 
to  the  reading  of  the  answer,  which  is  the  first  intimation  in 
any  form  that  we  have  had  in  regard  to  it ;  aitlioiigh  we  have 
aBked  several  times  for  the  substance  of  it  to  be  stated  orally 
that  we  might  save  the  time  and  be  prepared  to  file  a  replica- 
tion, we  were  unable  to  get  it,  notwithstanding  the  intimation 
on  the  part  of  the  respondent's  connsel  when  time  was  asked 
here  that  ho  would  give  na  the  first  intimation  that  he  him- 
self  had  on  the  subject,  bo  that  we  might  he  prepared.  I  do 
not  know  that  we  can  be  prepared  to  file  that  nntil  the  coming 
in.  of  the  court  in  the  afternoon.  The  answer  is  quite  lengthy, 
and  we  are  nnable  to  determine  here  in  court  what  kind  of  a 
replication  we  desire  to  file, — if  the  Senate  will  permit  us  to  file 
a  replication  here,— whether  it  shall  be  general  or  specific, 

Mr.  Sbipman — Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  explain  a  word. 
In  regard  to  this  answer,  I  think  that  the  Manager  is  a  little 
mistaken,  or  misapprehends  perhaps  what  was  said  upon  the 
application  here  for  a  continuance  before.  The  motion  was 
then  for  a  continuance  until  the  15th  of  May,  the  earliest 
that  we  thought  we  eonld  be  ready,  and  this  is  the  language. 

"  Still,  if  we  can  have  a  proper  time  to  prepare  the  answer, 
and  to  get  ready  for  trial,  we  will,  as  requested,  serve  a  proper 
number  of  days  in  advance  upon  them,  the  pleadings,  whatever 
they  may  be." 

At  that  time  wc  were  not  wel!  enough  advised  to  know  what 
they  woiild  be,  and  that  was  spoken  with  reference  to  the  15th 
of  May.  The  time  was  shortened  up,  and  I  have  been  work- 
ing day  and  night,  Sundays  included,  and  Sunday  night,  to 
get  this  matter  in  shape,  and  get  it  ready,  and  it  was  not  ready 
nntil  late  yesterday.  I  could  not,  therefore,  give  them  a  copy. 
The  Managers  have  asked  me  frequently  what  it  would  con- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  209 

tain,  and  I  have,  so  far  as  I  knew,  given  them  tlie  information. 
I  thipk  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  I  have  given  them  Informa- 
tion of  a  great  deal  of  the  matters  contained  in  the  answers, 
that  is,  the  general  line  it  would  take,  as  far  as  I  could  then 
determine,  and  I  intended  to  explain  with  all  courtesy  towards 
the  Managers  on  the  other  side. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  Honorable  Managers  make 
a  motion  for  time  to  prepare  a  replication  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  ask  the  court  to  give  na  iratil 
two  o'clock  this  afternoon  to  file  a  replication. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Will  the  Manager  reduce  his  motion 
to  writing  and  send  it  to  the  Secretary? 

Mr,  Waterbury — If  it  is  in  order,  I  would  move  that  the 
Senate  now  take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock. 

The  Presiding  Officer — A  motion  to  take  a  recess  is  in  order 
at  any  time. 

Mr.  Sheley — If  it  is  in  order,  I  would,  before  that  motion  is 
put,  ask  leave  of  absence,  not  indefinite,  but  I  am  situated 
somewhat  as  the  Senator  that  asked  leave  of  absence  before.  I 
am  engaged  in  building  and  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  be 
there  at  least,  if  possible,  to  get — 

The  Presiding  Officer  (interrupting) — Does  the  Senator 
fram  the  Twenty-fifth  withdraw  his  motion  to  adjourn  ? 

Mr.  Waterbury — I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Sheley  (continuing) — To  get  some  one  to  take  charge  of 
it.  I  do  not  ask  indefinite  leave  of  absence,  but  if  I  can  have 
a  leave  of  absence  for  two  days,  I  could  get  some  one  that 
would  take  my  place  and  the  building  would  go  forward.  I 
should  like  that  privilege,  if  possible.  If  not,  why,  of  course  I 
shall  acquiesce  in  whatever  the  Senate  deem  proper  to  do.  I 
expected  when  I  left  home  that  I  could  get  leave  of  absence 
for  an  indefinite  length  of  time,  but  I  do  not  ask  that,  I  ask 
for  leave  of  absence  for  two  days  after  to-day. 

Mr.  Stoddard — I  more  that  leave  be  granted; 

Which  motion  was  lost. 
37 
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Mr.  Waterbury — I  now  reuew  my  motion  for  a  recess ; 
"Which  motion  prevailed,  and  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  took  a  recess  nntil  two  o'clock. 


Wednesdaii  Afternoon,  May  Isl. 

At  two  o'clock  P.  M.,  the  President^™  fem.  called  the  Seuate 
to  order. 

The  Sergeant -at- Arms  made  the  nsual  proclamatiou. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  a  qnorum  of  tlie  Senate 
answered  to  their  names. 

The  Presiding  Officer — A  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  present. 
Are  the  Managers  ready  to  proceed  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  make  a 
motion — 

Mr.  McGowan  {interrupting) — Will  the  counsel  allow  me 
one  moment  ?  Before  the  Managers  proceed  to  file  their  repli- 
cation, I  ask  to  present  and  have  read  and  put  upon  file  a  pro- 
test, which  I  will  submit  in  writing. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  it. 

The  Secretary  read  the  protest,  as  follows : 

The  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Impeachment,  in  the  matter  of  the  impeachment  of  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissiooer  of  the  State  Land  Office : 

The  respondent  hereby  respectfully  protests,  aud  asks  that 
the  Managers  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives  be 
not  allowed  to  file  any  replication  to  his  answe]'  herein,  for  the 
reason  that  the  same  has  not  been  adopted  or  in  any  way 
acted  upon  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  whose  behalf  said 
Managers  assume  to  act  in  this  matter,  and  who  alone  can  be 
heard  in  reply  thereto. 

JSO.  B.  SHIPMAN, 
JONAS  H.  McGOWAN, 
Counsel  for  Respondent 
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The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  receiving  the 
protest  and  allowing  it  to  be  placed  upon  file  and  to  go  upon 
the  record.  Do  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  wiali  to  be 
heard  ? 

Mr,  Shipman— Mr.  President,  I  consider  that  we  are  oyer- 
raled  upon  this  question,  and  do  not  wish  to  take  up  any  time 
upon  it;  nevertheless  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  just  one  passage  from  the  "Congressional  Globe," 
part  3d,  3d  session  40th  Congress,  in  regard  to  the  proceedings 
to  impeach  Andrew  Johnson,  which  is  as  follows : 

"Mr.  Binghum — I  move  that  the  Managers  be  authorized  to 
file  in  the  Senate  to-morrow,  through  the  gentleman  from 
Mass.  (Mr.  Boutwel),)  a  general  replication  to  the  answer 
filed  to-day  by  the  President  of  the  U.  S.,  to  the  articles  of 
impeachment  exhibited  against  him  by  the  House. 

"Mr,  Niblack— I  rise  to  a  point  of  order;  my  point  of  order 
is  that  the  Manngers  already  have  full  power  to  do  this  with- 
out further  authority  from  the  House. 

"The  Speaker — The  chair  overrules  the  point  of  order. 
Heretofore  in  cases  of  impeachment  the  House  has  always 
decided  upon  the  replication." 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  Managers  wish  to  be  heard 
upon  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — One  word,  Mr.  President.  It 
would  seem  to  be  perhaps,  in  that  case,  fit,  that  the  House  of 
Eepresntatives  should  prepare  the  replication,  because  there 
were  no  officers  known  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  as  Managers,  and  the  trial  could  not  proceed  in  the 
absence  of  the  House.  Congress  must  be  in  session.  There 
is  an  express  prohibition  in  our  Constitution,  forbidding  the 
trial  of  the  case  while  the  Legislature  is  in  session.  The  Sen- 
ators are  well  aware  of  it.  It  is  well  known  also,  that  these 
articles  could  not  be  filed  with  the  Senate  as  a  Court  of  Im- 
peachment, until  after  the  adjournment ;  consequently,  unless 
there  is  power  inherent  in  the  Senate  to  permit  the  filing  of 
the  replication  by  the  Managers  of  the  House,  tlie  case  must 
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goto  trial  without  a  replication.  There  was  a  reason  there  for 
the  remarks  of  Vice  President  Colfax,  while  in  this  ease, 
the  reason  is  the  other  way,  from  the  difference  in  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  Sliipman— I  ought  not  to  take  up  any  time,  because  as 
I  said  before,  I  consider  that  we  are  overruled  in  this  matter, 
and  do  this  to  save  whatever  rights  the  respondent  may  have 
here.  Nevertheless,  I  do  not  see  the  reason  the  same  way  that 
the  Honorable  Manager  upon  the  other  side  does.  The  Senate 
are  not  to  try, — the  trial  is  not  to  proceed  until  the  Legislature 
shall  have  adjourned.  The  trial  is  not, — but  the  formation  of 
the  issue  is  to  be  made — ought  to  be  made  while  the  IXouse 
are  here, and  before  there  has  been  any  adjournment  whatever, 
even  under  our  Constitution. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  receiving  the 
protest,  and  allowing  it  to  go  upon  the  record.  Are  you  ready 
for  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Wheeler— Mr,  President,  do  I  understand  that  the  qnes- 
tion  will  be  on  allowing  it  to  be  received  and  filed  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Yes  sir,  and  going  upon  the  record. 

The  motion  prevailed. 

Tlie  Presiding  Officer — The  protest  will  be  received  and  go 
upon  the  record. 

Mr.  Manager  Orosvenor — Mr.  President,  the  Managers  ask 
for  the  order  of  the  Senate  allowing  them  to  file  a  replication, 
to  this  import:  "Ordered,  That  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, by  its  Managers,  be  allowed  to  file  a  replication  to  the 
answer  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office." 

The  order  asked  for  by  the  Managers  was  granted. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— I  will  read  the  replication  which 
the  Managers  have  agreed  upon.    It  is  as  follows : 
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Eeplteation  on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Etpresentatives  of  the 
State  of  Michigan,  with  the  permission  of  the  Senate,  to  the 
answer  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  to  the  particular  articles  of 
impeachment  filed  against  him  in  pursuance  of  its  impeach- 
ment for  corrnpt  conduct  in  oflice,  and  for  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors. 

The  Honso  of  Representatives  of  the  Wtate  of  Michigan,  by 
its  Managers,  having  considered  the  several  answers  of  Charles 
A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  said  Land  Office,  to  the  several 
articles  of  impeachment  exhibited  in  the  name  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
and  reserving  to  said  House  of  Representatives  all  advantages 
of  exception  to  the  insufficiency  of  his  answers  to  each  and  to 
all  of  the  said  several  articles  so  exhibited  against  him,  do 
deny  each  and  every  averment  in  said  answers,  or  either  of 
them,  which  denies  or  traverses  the  acts,  crimes,  or  misde- 
meanors charged  against  him  in  said  articles  or  either  of  them, 
and  for  replication  to  said  answer,  do  say  that  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  said  Land  Office,  is  guilty  of  the 
corrupt  conduct  in  office  and  of  the  crimes  and  misdemeanors 
mentioned  in  said  articles,  and  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, by  its  Managers,  are  ready  to  prove  the  same. 

I.  R.  GROSVENOR, 
E.  W.  HUSTON,  Jr. 
L.  COCHRANE, 
Managers  on  tJie  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  Presiding  OiEcer — The  Secretary  ■n'ill  receive  the  repli- 
cation, and  it  will  be  filed.    Gentlemen  Managers  upon  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  you  will  now  proceed  in 
support  of  your  articles  of  impeachment.    The  Senators  will 
please  give  their  attention. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President,  the  Managers  have 
agreed  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Court  to  vary  one  of 
its  standing  rules  in  regard  to  the  opening  argument. 
We   ask    that    two    of    the    Managers    may   be    permitted 
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to  open  the  argument,  one  stating  the  propositions  of  the 
law,  and  the  other  of  fact.  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane,  it  is 
agreed,  shall  state  the  propositions  of  law,  to  be  followed  by 
Mr.  Manager  Huston,  who  is  to  state  the  facts.  "We  do  this 
becanse  we  think  it  will  save  time,  as  Mr.  Huston  is  more 
familiar  with  the  facts  bearing  upon  the  important  articles 
charged. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Honorable  Manager  make 
that  as  a  motion  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  make  that  as  a  motion. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — Reduce  it  to  writing,  and  send  it  to 
the  Secretary. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Tne  motion  is  that  two  Managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  be  permitted  to  make  the  opening 
argument ;  one  stating  the  propositions  of  law,  and  the  other 
of  fact,  npon  which  the  Managers  will  rely  to  make  good  the 
articles  of  impeachment. 

The  motion  was  sent  to  the  Secretary's  desk. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  qnestioa  is  upon  agreeing  to  the 
motion  made  by  the  Hon.  Manager.  Are  you  ready  for  the 
question  ?  Those  in  favor  of  the  motion  will  say  Aye;  tlioso 
opposed.  No. 

The  ayes  have  it,  and  the  motion  is  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President :  In  accordance  with  the  prac- 
tice Id  cases  of  this  kind,  I  desire  to  submit  in  advance  throe 
questions  to  be  answered  by  the  Senate,  stating  that  the  coun- 
sel for  the  respondent  do  not  propose  to  argue  them,  but 
desire  to  submit  them  to  the  Senate  without  argument : 

In  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  sittiog  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment: 

The  State  of  Michigan, 

vs. 

Charles  A.  Edmonds, 

Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  0£ice: 
The  respondent  respectfully  submits  to  this  Honorable  Court 
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the  following  qneetions,  and  requests  their  decision  thereon 
and  answer  thereto,  severally  and  separately,  to  wit : 

1.  Shall  any  testimony  be  submitted  or  given  under  the 
article  numbered  eight,  by  the  Managers  ? 

3.  Shall  any  evidence  be  given  by  the  Managers  under  the 
article  numbered  nine  ? 

3.  Chall  any  evidence  he  given  by  the  Managers  under  the 
eleventh  article  ? 

JNO.  B,  SHIPMAN, 
J.  H.  McGOWAN, 
Counsel  for  Respondent. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Senators,  you  have  heard  the  propo- 
sition as  read  to  yon  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  What 
action  do  you  take  in  regard  to  it? 

Mr.  Wbeeler — I  move  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  lost. 

Mr.  Eomejn — Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  retire 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  requests  offered  by  the  re 
spondent. 

The  Presiding  Officer — the  motion  should'  be  to  ciear  the 
Senate  Ciiamber. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — I  will  put  it  in  that  form. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Sergeant-at-Arms  will  see  that 
all  persons  except  members  of  the  Senate  and  the  officers  of 
the  Senate  retire  without  the  Senate  Chamber. 

The  Senate  Chamber  was  closed  at  twenty  minutes  past  two 
o'clock.  At  twenty-seven  minutes  before  three  the  doors  were 
again  opened,  and  the  Managers  and  the  respondent  and  his 
counsel  entered  and  took  the  positions  assigned  them. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  am  requested  to  inform  the  counsel 
for  the  respondent  that  the  Senate  refuses  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions at  present,  and  would  prefer  that  they  should  come  up 
in  the  way  of  objections  to  testimony  when  it  is  offered. 

Mr.  Wheeler — I  now  renew  my  motion  to  lay  the  request  on 
the  table ; 

Which  motion  prevailed. 
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Tlie  Presiding  Officer — The  Hoaorable  Managers  ou  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives  will  now  proceed  in  sup- 
port of  their  articles  of  impeachment.  Senators  will  please  to 
give  their  atteation. 

Mr,  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  President :  la  aecordance  with 
the  practice  in  courts  of  law,  both  upon  civil  and  criminal 
trials,  we  now  proceed  to  make  a  preliminary  statement  of  the 
case,  and  in  the  opening  of  this  case  we  shall  present  a  few  of 
the  principles,  not  much  of  the  law, — at  least  not  much  of  tlio 
law  that  we  think  applicable, — but  all  on  that  to  come  np 
during  the  progress  of  the  case,  as  the  various  articles  are 
reached,  or  as  they  may  arise  in  other  ways.  To  me  has  been 
assigned  the  task  of  laying  before  you.  Senators,  so  much;  and 
such  parts  of  the  case  as  I  shall  submit  will  call  for  theappli- 
cation  of  principles  which,  if  not  binding  upon  yon  as  author- 
ity,— and  upon  this  we  shall  by  no  means  insist,  that  the  pre- 
cedents or  practice  of  other  courts  may  be  here  absolutely 
authority  upon  you,  for  that  principle  of  law  does  not  pre- 
vail in  courts  of  impeachment,— but  which,  if  not  binding 
njron  you  as  authority,  may  at  least  aid  yon  in  arriving  at  your 
conclusions,  and  meting  out  that  justice  which  we,  in  the 
name  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  as  well  as  the 
respondent  at  the  bar,  have  a  right  to  demand  at  your  hands. 
But  permit  me  to  say  in  the  outset  of  this  case,  that  the  nov- 
elty of  this  court,  this — to  us — hitherto  unknown  proceeding, 
the  serious  character  of  the  charges  made  against  a  high  pub- 
lic officer  now  about  to  undergo  trial, — the  new,  and  perhaps 
not  unimportant  page  in  the  judicial  history  of  our  State, 
which  we  are  now  about  to  turn,  all  tend  to  fill  me  with  a  feel- 
ing of  hesitation, — with  a  diffidence  in  my  own  power  to 
discharge  successfully  the  duty  which  I  owe  to  my  co-manag- 
era,  and  to  accomplish  my  part  of  the  trust  which  has  been 
confided  to  me.  I  therefore,  once  for  all,  beg  the  indulgence 
of  this  Honorable  Court,  for  any  ehortcomhigs  of  which  I 
may  be  guilty.  I  ask  you  to  pardon  me  when  I  err,  and  to 
excuse  me  when  I  shall  be  at  fault. 
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More  than  a  tliird  of  a  century  hiss  elapsed,  Mr.  President, 
since  our  State  vas  called  into  existence,  and  jut,  with  a  single 
exception,  no  State  ofBcer  has  ever  before  in  any  way  been 
called  upon  to  answer  for  official  misconduct, — for  crimes  n'hlle 
holding  ofBee.  Three  constitutions  have  been  framed  and  two 
have  been  adopted  in  which  a  power  of  impeaching  civil  offi- 
cers has  been  expressly  granted;  and  yet,  np  to  the  present 
time,  it  has  remained  nmised  and  unneeded.  Fourteen  years 
the  same  power  was  conferred  by  statute,  and  then  disappeared 
from  our  code  of  legislative  enaetmonta  as  if  it  were  a  piece  of 
machinery  whose  use  would  no  more  be  required,  or  which  at 
least  was  so  improbable  that  it  might  well  wait  the  emergency 
which  would  require  it  to  be  put  into  active  operation. 

The  impeachment  article  of  our  Constitution  had  at  length 
come  to  be  considered  a  merely  ornamental  part  of  the  Con- 
stitution, a  traditional  in  terrorum  clause,  there  inserted  like 
the  rod  hung  up  in  some  schools,  more  as  a  token  of  responsi- 
bility on  the  part  of  public  officers,  than  an  emblem  of  the 
authority  of  the  people. 

It  is  honorable  to  our  State,  it  is  equally  honorable  to  our 
civil  officers,  that  up  to  the  present  time  no  occasion  has  been 
found  to  invoke  the  aid  of  this  court  of  the  Constitntion,  this 
highest  tribunal  of  the  State,  to  investigate,  and  if  need  be  to 
punish,  the  official  misconduct  or  criminal  acts  of  a  public 
officer. 

During  eighty  years  of  English  history,  nearly  forty  impeach- 
ment trials  took  place,  many  of  them,  it  must  be  confessed,  of 
a  purely  political  character,  but  the  great  majority  of  them 
were  for  eases  of  gross  misconduct  on  the  part  of  officers. 

Under  the  Federal  Constitution  five  impeachment  trials 
have  taken  place.  In  Massachusetts  five  impeachments  were 
tried  and  four  convictions  had  from  1788  to  1831,  a  period 
of  33  years.  These  were  all,  however,  with  a  single  exception, 
of  minor  judicial  officers.  Several  other  States  present  a  record 
but  little  better,  and  few  have  escaped  without  official  delin- 
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qtients  brought  to  the  bar  of  justice  by  impeachment,  and 
removed  from  the  position  which  had  heeu  confided  to  them. 
For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  Michigan,  has  the  Senate 
of  this  State  been  called  npon  to  exercise  its  constitu- 
tional function  as  a  judicial  tribunal.  Heaven  grant  that 
whatever  may  be  the  result  of  this  trial  which  is  now 
before  ns,  no  future  occasion  may  arise  for  the  exercise  of  the 
power  under  which  you,  Senators,  are  now  acting;  whether 
Charles  A.  Edmonds  shall  he  proven  guilty  or  otherwise  of  the 
serious  charges  which  have  been  brought  against  him ;  whether 
he  shall  be  vindicated  and  finally  go  forth  from  your  presence 
bearing  an  unsullied  character  and  reputation  for  oiEcial 
pnrity, — a  name  unstained  by  crime, — or  whether,  upon  the 
other  hand,  ho  leave  this  Court  ruined  in  character,  tarnished 
in  Kpntation,  his  name  blackened  with  infamy,  as  it  will  richly 
deserve  if  we  shall  sustain  the  accusation  which  has  been  pre- 
sented to  yon, — may  he  be  the  last,  the  only  oificer  whose  con- 
duct may  ever  be  such  as  to  call  into  exercise  the  prerogative 
which  the  House  of  Representatives  has  here  for  the  first  time 
deemed  it  its  duty  to  avail  itself  of, — a  prerogative  too  high  to 
be  left  to  the  ordinary  prosecuting  officer  of  the  State,  or  of 
any  county,  to  demand  a  trial;  not  before  the  ordinary  courts 
of  law  established  to  regulate  the  usual  private  affairs  of  indi- 
viduals, but  at  the  bar  of  the  people,  and  before  a  court  com- 
posed of  the  Senators  of  the  people.  And  who  is  he  whose 
conduct  has  brought  this  extraordinary  tribunal  together?  A 
mere  citizen,  in  the  private  walks  of  life  ?  No !  It  is  none 
other  than  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBce,  a  civil  officer,  so  made  by  the  Constitution ;  a 
man  nominated  to  that  office  by  the  convention  of  a 
great  political  party;  elected  in  due  form  of  law, 
and  under  the  law,  by  a  vast  majority  of  onr  citizens 
and  by  virtue  of  that  election,  one  of  the  civil  officers 
of  the  State.  He  it  is,  who,  if  he  shall  be  shown  to  be  guilty, 
has  grossly,  willfully,  and  wantonly  violated  the  confidence 
which  has  been  reposed  in  him, — a  confidence  which  has  been 
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testified  to  by  his  election.  It  is  he  who,  if  we  shall  maintaia 
our  charge,  has  malicionsly  troken  the  laws  of  the  State  and 
of  his  country  and  rendered  himself  liable  to  their  penalties. 
And  of  what  is  the  respondent  accused  ?  You,  Senators,  have 
heard  read  the  articles  of  impeachment, — you  know  what  they 
are.  Some  of  those  articles  charge  him  distinctly  with  mis- 
conduct in  office,  some  of  them  charge  him  as  distinctly  with 
crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

Yon  will  recollect,  Senators,  that  the  first  seven  articles 
charge  him  with  this  misconduct  in  office,  with  misconduct  of 
various  kinds,  and  we  shall  show  to  yon  and  insist 
that  the  misconduct  .with  which  he  is  here  charged  is 
both  a  violation  of  certain  laws,  which  will  be  pointed  out 
to  you,  and  is  inconsistent  with  his  duties  as  a  pub- 
he  officer.  The  four  last  articles  refer  more  particularly  to 
crimes  and  misdemeanors.  And  what  are  these  ?  The  first 
charge  of  this  kind,  contained  in  the  eighth  article,  is  the  pub- 
lication of  a  certain  obscene  paper  entitled  "  Every  "Wednesday 
l^^ight,"  containing  impure,  scandalous,  and  obscene  matter  of 
a  description  manifestly  nnhecoming  the  dignity  of  his  office 
and  a  scandal  to  the  community.  This  we  shall  insist  is  a 
crime  against  the  laws  of  this  State. 

But  this  is  not  all;  we  wish  to  Heaven  it  were  all  with  which 
we  charge  him.  The  second  one  charges  him  with  using, 
knowingly  and  willfully,  the  mail  of  the  United  Slates,  in  vio- 
lation of  the  United  States  law,  to  distribute  this  same  paper. 
Bntthatis  not  all,  Mr.  President.  The  third  charges  him  with 
the  violation  of  a  law  which  was  passed  during  the  present 
session  of  the  Legislature,  or  while  the  present  Legislature  was 
in  session,  passed  during  the  last  winter ;  and  the  other  one, — 
the  last  one, — charges  him  with  the  violation  both  of  the  laws 
of  God  and  of  man,  and  against  the  laws  of  dtcency  and 
society.  These  are  all  the  charges,  and  we  are  glad  they  are 
all.  It  will  be  our  task  to  furnish  whatever  evidence  we  may 
to  substantiate  these  charges,  and  it  will  be  yours  to  decide 
whether  that  evidence  is  sufficient;  and  if  sufficient  we  shall 
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haye  no  hesitation  in  aakiug  yon  to  call  these  crimes  which  we 
have  called  Crimea ;  to  call  that  misconduct  which  wo  hare 
called  misconduct,  and  to  pronounce  the  sentence  which  the 
Constitution  has  declared  you  shall  pronounce  on  such 
occasionB. 

Who  are  the  accusers  of  this  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  ?  Not  we,  as  was  attempted  to  be  shown  yesterday,  in 
the  very  able  argument  which  was  made  by  the  counsel  for 
the  respondent,  but  the  House  of  Eeprosentatiyes,  which  has 
the  sole  power  of  bringing  an  accusation  against  a  civil  ofiicer 
before  you, 

Representing  the  people,  it  has  brought  this  impeachment 
against  the  respondent,  and  he  demands  his  trial  upon  the 
accusation. 

And  what  is  this  High  Court  of  Impeachment  ?  The  Senate 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  acting  by  the  direction  of  the  Consti- 
tntion  in  a  judicial  capacity.  With  the  impeachment  your 
dnties  commence,  with  jonr  decision  upon  the  articles  your 
functions  as  a  court  of  law  will  terminate. 

Thus  the  House  of  Representatives  in  their  charges,  thus  the 
party  brought  before  you,  thus  the  charges  which  we  have 
made,  thus  you  yourselves,  all  come  within  the  limits  of  the 
Constitution. 

In  stating  the  real  end  and  purpose  of  an  impeachment  I 
cannot  do  better  than  to  quote  the  words  of  one  whose  author- 
ity will  at  once  be  recognized,  and  the  peculiar  applicability  of 
whose  language  cannot  fail  to  attract  your  attention. 

"The  purposes  of  an  impeachment,"  says  Curtis  in  his  work 
on  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  Vol.  3,  p.  360,  "  lie 
whoUy  beyond  the  penalties  of  the  statute  or  customary  law. 
The  object  of  the  proceeding  is  to  ascertain  whether  cause 
exists  for  removing  a  public  ofBcer  from  office.  Such  a  cause 
may  be  found  in  the  feet  tlmt,  either  in  the  discharge  of  his 
office  or  aside  from  its  functions,  he  has  violated  a  law  or  has 
committed  what  is  technically  denominated  a  crime.  But  a 
cause  for  removal  from  office   may  exist  when  no  offense 
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against  positive  law  has  been  committed,  aa  where  an  iBdivid- 
Kal  has,  from  immorality,  or  imbecility,  or  mal-administration, 
become  unfit  to  exercise  the  office.  The  rules  by  which  the 
impeachment  is  to  be  tried  are  therefore  placed  upon  grounds 
peculiar  to  theraeelves,  and  are  not  fully  embraced  by  these 
principles  or  provisions  of  law  which  courts  of  ordinary  juris- 
diction are  required  to  administer." 

It  will  be  recollected  that  these  words  were  written  long 
after  the  mistiness  which  surrounded  and  obscured  our  early 
oases  of  impeachment,  had  been  dispelled  by  an  aceuraf*  and 
careful  study  of  the  principles  which  they  involved,  and  of  the 
numerous  precedents  which  had  accumulated.  True  it  is  that 
they  were  written  of  the  Federal  Constitution ;  but  it  is  no 
less  true  that  they  are  of  general  application. 

And  I  may  here  make  the  remark  that  dnring  the  early 
cases  of  impeachment  in  this  country,  both  in  the  oases  of  State 
impeachments  and  of  Federal  impeachments,  questions  were 
continually  ai-ising  under  the  peculiar  form  of  our  Constitu- 
tion ;  and  so  with  the  State  Constitutions ;  questions  which  it 
was  difficult  to  debate, — questions  upon  which  courts  appar- 
ently differed.  But  these  have  at  length  been  reduced  to 
some  system,  but  which,  as  I  have  stated  before,  may  not  be 
binding  on  you  as  authority,  for  each  Court  of  Impeachment 
seems  to  act  somewhat  upon  its  own  rules.  These  difficulties 
had  arisen  from  the  fact  that  our  impeachment  law  was 
taken  in  some-  measure  from  the  English  impeachment  law. 
It  is  well  known  to  every  reader  of  history,  especially  of 
English  history,  that  under  the  English  impeachment  law  an 
impeachment  trial  was  a  criminal  trial.  The  charges  that 
were  then  made  in  a  majority  of  cases  were  criminal  charges. 
At  all  events  the  punishment  which  was  implicated  in  all  im- 
peachment eases  was  a  criminal  punishment ;  and  the  instances 
are  numerous— unfortunately  too  numerous — where  the  party 
who  had  been  arraigned,  impeached  and  convicted,  went  from 
Westminster  Hall  to  the  scaffold.  In  all  of  those  cases  the 
penalty  which  was  affixed — that  is  in  capital  eases  like  trea- 
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Bon,  murder,  ami  variooa  other  cases  wbioli  were  considered 
capital  in  England — the  penalty  which  was  afQxed  was  death, 
and  the  sentence  which  was  pronounced  in  those  cases,  to  our 
mind,  was  most  atrocious.  Perhaps  most  of  you  know,  and 
if  you  do,  it  will  not  perhaps  be  out  of  the  way  to  refer  to 
the  sentence  which  was  pronounced  upon  Lord  Stamfortl,  upon 
his  conviction.  The  Lord  High  Steward  called  upou  him  to 
answer  what  he  had  to  say  why  the  sentence  of  the  law 
should  not  be  pronounced  against  him.  He  protested  against 
it  That  sentence  was  that  he  should  be  taten  from  the  bar 
of  the  House  of  Lords;  that  three  days  thereafter  he  should 
be  hung  by  the  neck  until  he  was  dead,  but  while  yet  alive  he 
should  be  cut  down,  his  bowels  taken  out  and  thrown  into  his 
iace,  and  then  he  should  be  quartered  and  each  portion  of  hia 
body  distributed  in  different  parts  of  the  city  of  London. 
And  this  is  not  all,  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  repeated  it  all. 
That  sentence  was  still  more  atrocious, — too  atrocious,  to  speak 
of  in  this  audience. 

Snch  was  the  law  of  England.  But  when  that  law  was 
brought  to  this  country,  or,  rather,  when  the  law  of  impeach- 
ment was  brought  to  this  country,  an  immediate  change  took 
place,  perhaps  with  the  exception  of  a  single  State. 

The  constitutions  that  were  adopted  here  provided  for  the 
establishment  of  criminal  courts,  and  it  was  thought  that  these 
criminal  courts  were  sufficient  for  the  punishment  of  all  ordi- 
nary crimes.  The  consequence  was  that  in  all  of  the  States, 
with  one  single  exception, — with  one  or  two  exceptions,  per- 
haps,—the  only  pnnishment  that  could  be  imposed  on  a  party 
who  was  impeached, — and  it  was  limited  to  civil  officers — was 
removal  from  office.  And  it  was  for  this  reason  that  a  change 
had  been  made  of  it  in  this  country.  It  had  become  purely  a 
eivil  instead  of  a  criminal  proceeding. 

In  England,  on  many  of  these  questions,  many  doubts  were 
raised  on  the  practice;  and  upon  the  laws  which  were  to  regu- 
late, and  the  principles  which  were  to  regulate,  civil  impeach- 
ment proceedings  among  us. 
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"With  regard  to  impeachments,  Dr.  Lolme,  in  his  irork  on  the 
Constitutiun  of  England,  delivers  this  eulogy : 

"  An  admirable  expedient,  which,  hj  removing  corrupt  min- 
isters, affords  an  immediate  remedy  for  the  evils  of  the  State 
and  works  out  the  bounds  within  which  power  ought  to  be 
conformed,  and  which  takes  away  the  scandal  of  guilt  and 
authority  combined,  and  calms  the  people  by  a  great  and  high 
act  of  justice." 

This  is  precisely  what  we  claim  it  is  here, — what  we  claim  it 
is  doing  in  this  case,  if  our  charges  are  correct.  It  takes  away 
the  scandal  of  guilt  and  authority  combined.  Well  might  he 
laud  an  expedient,  which,  by  removing  a  corrupt  or  wicked 
oflScer,  at  once  cuts  off  the  opportunity  for  evil,  and  often  for 
grievous  criminality,  which  place,  power,  and  the  emoluments 
of  ofBce  afford,  and  purges  the  State  of  the  "scandal  of  guilt 
and  authority  united." 

Well  has  May,  in  his  work  on  Parliamentary  Practice,  p.  643, 
declared  that  the  power  of  impeachment  is  "  worthy  of  a  free 
country."  And  some  other  writer  has  declared  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  a  free  country ;  for  there  are  instances  not 
only  here,  but  there  must  be  instances  in  every  country,  where 
the  position  of  the  officer  may  be  such,  when  his  relations  to 
other  officers  of  the  goyemmentmaybesuch,  that  other  officers 
of  the  government  who  may  perhaps  have  the  power  of  remov- 
ing him,  will  not  feel  authorized  to  remove  him;  perhaps 
would  not  be  justified  in  using  their  own  discretion  as  to  this 
matter;  and  there  is  no  other  way  known  to  us,  with  the 
exception  of  the  single  State  of  Oregon,  by  which  an  officer 
can  be  removed.  They  bring  him  into  a  court  of  justice  in 
the  State  of  Oregon,  and  the  courts  of  law  there  are 
authorized  when  an  officer  is  incompetent,  when  he  commits 
a  crime  in  office,  and  when  for  any  other  reason  he  shows  that 
he  hasdestroyed  that  confidence  that  has  been  placed  in  him, — 
the  courts  of  law  there  are  authorized  to  try  him,  and  render 
a  judgment  of  removal. 

In  the   argument  to  which  yon   listened  yesterday,  there 
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eeemed  in  some  portiona  of  it  to  be  a  covert  attempt  oii  the 
part  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  respondent  to  convey  the 
idea  that  Ihis  was  to  be  a  criminal  trial.  If  sncli  were  the  real 
intent  of  these  portions  of  his  speach,  we  mnst  beg  leave  to 
differ  with  him  most  seriously. 

In  the  trial  of  Judge  Chase,  Hr.  Campbell,  one  of  the  coiin- 
Bel  for  the  respondent,  said  : 

"An  impeachment  is  more  in  the  nature  of  a  civi!  investi- 
gation than  of  a  criminal  prosecution." 

An  esamination  of  the  constitutions  of  the  various  States  of 
the  Union,  and  of  our  own,  together  with  (he  practice  in  this 
country,  fully  shows  that  in  an  impeachment  trial  there  is 
nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  criminal  proceeding.  No  compul- 
sory process  is  issued  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  defendant 
into  court.  A  summons  is  the  only  writ  that  is  known  in  an 
impeachment  court  'Ihe  tnal  may  proceed  in  the  absence  of 
the  defendant,  as  iv  is  done  in  the  case  of  Judge  TTumplirey, 
whose  trial  took  placi  in  1861,  during  the  early  part  of  the 
rebellion ;  he  havingproved  himself  a  secessionist,  and  left  for 
portions  of  the  country  which  were  then  beyond  the  reach  of 
the  Union  troops.  In  his  trial  no  service  was  made  npon  him  ; 
no  service  could  in  fact  be  made,  although  snch  service  was 
ordered.  The  trial  nevertheless  proceeded  without  question, 
and  the  question  has  never  been  raised  in  this  country;  no 
doubt  has  ever  been  espressed  but  that  it  would  he  allowable- 
Judgment  may  also  be  rendered  in  his  ahsenee.  In  the  case 
of  Judge  Humphrey,  judgment  was  rendered  in  his  absence. 

Removal  from  oHice  is  the  extent  of  the  sentence,  and  is  no 
more  a  criminal  panisliraeiit  than  when  such  removal  takes 
place  by  the  Governor.  There  is  also  a  provision  in  our  Con- 
stitution, as  there  is  in  other  constitutions,  which  shows  that 
an  impeachment  proceeding  is  not  a  criminal  trial,  and  that  is 
a  provision  that,  notwithstanding  a  trial  may  take  place  by 
impeachment,  and  notwithstanding  a  conviction  may  he  had 
in  a  court  of  impeachment,  nevertheless,  the  party  may  be 
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proceeded  against  criminally,  and  conviction  had,  and  punish- 
ment infiieted,  in  a  criminal  eonrt. 

I  come  now  to  the  question  which  has  been  somewhat  antici- 
pated by  the  protest  which  was  presented  here  by  the  counsel 
for  the  respondent,  and  which  for  the  present,  at  all  events, 
this  Court  has  disposed  of;  but  as  I  have  spent  some  little 
time  in  looking  up  the  constitutions, — and  I  shall  only  refer  to 
the  constitutions  of  the  States, — looking  at  tlie  various  provis- 
ions on  this  point,  and  arranging  them  somewhat  in  order, — I 
shall  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  Court  in  referring  to  them 
briefly  here,  because  it  may  save  some  argument  hereafter. 
At  all  events  it  will  give  to  the  Court  the  idea  which  the 
Managers  have  that  the  language  here  is  to  be  construed  as 
somewhat  different  from  other  constitutions,  and  virtually  dif- 
ferent from  the  coustruetion  which  is  given  to  it  by  the  couu- 
aelfor  the  respondent.  If  by  the  fundamental  law  which  has 
created  this  Court  of  Impeachment,  its  powers  are  limited  to 
the  ofHcial  misconduct  in  office  on  the  part  of  Charles 
A.  Edmonds,  or  to  the  adjudication  upon  crimes  and 
misdemeanors  which  are  connected  with  or  have  arisen  from  the 
discharge  of  his  duties,  possibly  Articles  VIII,  IX,  X,  and  XI 
must  fall  to  the  ground;  for  the  Managers  do  not  claim  nor 
insist,  make  uo  pretense,  that  these  articles  have  no  connection 
whatever  with  his  official  conduct.  Permit  me  to  remark  that 
we  have  fully  anticipated  the  issue  which  was  here  tendered 
so  far  as  pertains  to  these  articles.  It  was  precisely  in  this 
place  that  we  expected  to  find  the  stronghold  of  the  defense 
so  far  as  these  articles  were  concerned.  We  expected  to  find 
the  gallant  bUnd  here  prepared  to  do  and  die  in  defense  of  this 
position,  if  necessary ;  and  we  expected  to  meet  this  fight  in  this 
place,  and  probably  it  will  be  as  close  a  one  as  the  one  we  have 
already  had.  This  expectation,  however,  arose  not  from  any 
belief  in  the  want  of  strength  of  the  part  that  would  he  attacked 
norfromany  knowledge  of  the  weakness  of  our  case,  but  simply 
because  an  examination  of  impeachment  trials  has  shown 
29 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


326  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

that  this  defense  was  invariably  raised  when  there  was  an 
opportunity  to  raise  it.  There  is  hardly  a  case,  Mr.  President, 
where  there  has  been  an  opportunity  to  put  ia  this  defense, 
that  it  has  n»t  been  put  in  ;  and  there  is  not  a  case  in  the 
books  where  this  defense  has  been  sustained, — not  one.  In  the 
very  first  impeachment  trial  that  took  place  ia  this  country, 
Blount's  I  believe,  this  very  defense  was  made,  and  was  pressed 
then  with  great  vigor.  Blount  was  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  certain  acts  charged  against  him.  These 
acts  were  a  conspiracy  to  get  up  an  expedition  against  the 
Spanish  Territories,  which  were  then  bordering  upon  the 
Boutheru  limits  of  the  Union,  and  also  creating  a  disaffection 
among  the  Indians  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  this  design. 

These  acts,  of  course,  were  not  acts  connected  with  his  offi- 
cial position ;  and  the  defense  was  there  taken  and  pressed  as 
I  have  said,  strongly  and  vigorously,  by  the  most  eminent 
counsel  which  then  lived  in  this  country:  that  they  were  not 
acts  connected  with  his  official  conduct,  and  therefore  were 
not  impeachable.  At  the  time,  however,  the  impeachment 
articles  were  presented,  Blount,  I  think,  had  been  expelled. 
At  all  events  he  was  not  a  member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — He  had  been  expelled. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  think  he  had  been  expelled  and 
was  not  a  member  of  the  Senate.  That  defense  was  also  made 
at  the  time  of  the  exhibition  of  the  articles,  that  he  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Seoate,  and  that  at  all  events  he  was  not  and 
had  not  been,  while  a  member  of  the  Senate,  a  civil  officer. 

That  case  was  decided  by  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate,  as 
you  were  informed  yesterday,  quashed  the  proceedings,  iipon 
the  ground  that  he  was  not  a  civil  officer. 

Were  we  disposed  to  rely  on  precedent  only,  we  might  here 
content  ourselves,  and,  we  believe,  with  perfect  security,  with 
the  rulings  which  have  been  made  in  other  cases. 

I  shall  now  refer  the  Senate  to  some  constitutions,  to  show 
the  difference  of  language  which  occurs  in  them,  so  that 
they  will  be  able  to  see  the  difference  in  the  language  used  in 
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these  constitutions,  and  the  langnage  which  is  found  in  our 
own.  In  order  to  arrive  at  the  trae  construction  and  meaning 
of  a  phrase  or  expression,  it  is  often  convenient,  if  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  to  compare  the  phrase  of  expression  in  ques- 
tion, with  others  found  elsewhere,  similar  in  character  and 
refering  to  the  same  subject  matter. 

The  several  States  of  the  Union  were  all  possessed  of  written 
eon etitnt ions  from  the  time  of  the  Ke volution,  and  the  various 
changes  through  which  their  constitutions  have  passed,  in 
nearly  all  of  which  the  power  of  impeachment  has  heen 
expressly  granted,  affords  no  meager  fund  of  explanation  by 
way  of  comparison.  Tlie  first  constitution  to  which  I  will  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate, — and  here  I  will  state  that  I  shall 
fiimply  repeat  the  langnage  used  in  these  constitutions,  giving 
the  date  of  them  without  any  further  remark,  and  with- 
out quoting  the  entire  section— is  the  Constitution  of 
Pennsylvania  of  1776,  which  provides  that  officers  pf 
the  State,  whether  judicial  or  executive,  shall  be  liable  to 
impeachment  by  a  General  Assembly  either  when  in  office,  or 
after  resignation  or  removal  for  mal- administration.  That,  of 
course,  Mr.  President,  applies  to  official  conduct.  The  Consti- 
tution of  New  York  of  1777  also  authorizes  an  impeachment 
for  mal  and  corrupt  conduct  in  office.  In  1831  and  in  1846 
two  other  constitutions  were  adopted.  A  constitution  was 
adopted  in  each  of  those  years,  to  wliich  I  shall  liereafter  refer. 

In  Massachusetts  in  1780  a  provision  was  incorporated  for 
impeachment  in  cases  of  misconduct  aud  mal-ad ministration 
in  office. 

In  Delaware  in  1793,  it  was  for  any  high  crime,  for  treason, 
bribery,  or  any  crime  or  misdemeanor  in  office,  precisely  the 
same  as  the  Coustitntion  of  the  United  States.  I  believe  t!ie 
Constitution  of  1831  was  in  the  same  language. 

Oregon,  as  I  have  stated,  is  the  only  State  which  now  for- 
bids impeachment,  and  provides  that  all  cases  where  impeach- 
ment trials  take  place  in  other  States,  and  corresponding  with 
these  cases  when  they  take  place  under  their  Constitution  of 
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1845,  shall  take  place  in  eonrt.  In  1845  the  provision  for  im- 
peachment was,  in  eases  of  treason,  bribery,  or  other  high 
crimes  in  office. 

The  Oonatitutioii  of  Mississippi  in  1817  was  for  any  misde- 
meanor in  office.  The  Constitution  of  1832  was  in  the  same 
language.  The  Constitution  of  1869  is  for  treason,  bribery,  or 
any  crime  or  misdemeanor  in  ofRce. 

The  Constitution  of  Nevada  is  for  any  misdemeanor  or  mal- 
feasance in  office. 

The  Constitution  of  Missouri  of  1805  is  for  misdemeanor  in 
office.    In  1820  the  Constitution  was  in  the  same  words. 

In  Maine,  the  Constitution  of  1820  provided  for  impeach- 
ment for  misdemeanor  in  office. 

In  Pennsylvania  the  Constitution  of  17QS  provided  for  im- 
peachment for  misdemeanor  in  office. 

In  Arkansas  the  Constitution  of  1836  provided  for  impeach- 
ment in  cases  of  any  malpractice  or  misdemeanor  in  office. 
The  Constitution  of  1868  is  for  treason,  bribery,  and  other 
crimes  and  misdemeanors  generally,  not  limiting  it  to  the 
office,  or  to  conduct  in  office. 

Id  Illinois,  the  Constitution  of  1818  provided  for  the  impeach- 
ment of  any  civil  officer  for  any  misdemeanor  in  office.  The 
Constitution  of  1848  is  in  the  same  language.  The  Constitution 
submitted  in  1862,  which  was  not  adopted,  was  for  any  misde- 
meanor in  office  duriug  the  continuance  in  office.  In  1870 
the  Constitution  was  in  the  same  words  as  in  1818  and  1848. 

In  California  the  Constitution  of  1849  provides  for  impeach- 
ment for  any  misdemeanor  in  office. 

In  Ohio,  the  Constitution  of  1802  provides  for  impeachment 
for  any  misdemeanor  in  office. 

The  Constitution  of  1865  in  Alabama  provides  for  impeach- 
ment for  any  misdemeanor  in  office ;  the  same  language  is. 
found  in  the  first  Constitution  of  1809. 

In  Iowa  the  Constitution  provides  for  impeachment  for  any 
misdemeanor  01' malfeasance  in  office.  In  184-6  the  language 
was  the  same. 
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In  Kaaeaa  the  Constitution  of  1359  provides  for  impeach- 
ment for  malfeasance  in  office. 

In  Keutucky  the  Constitution  of  1793  allows  it  for  mistte- 
meanora  in  office.  The  Constitution  of  1799  wae  in  the  same 
words.    The  Constitution  of  1858  contains  the  same  language. 

Nebraska  permits  an  impeachment  for  any  misdemeanor  in 
ofBce. 

In  Florida  the  Constitution  of  1865  is  in  the  same  lan- 
guage; the  Constitution  of  1838  is  in  the  same  words. 

The  Constitution  of  1844  in  New  Jersey  was  for  misde- 
meanor in  ottice  during  the  continuance  in  office,  and  for  two 
years  thereafter. 

In  New  Hampshire  the  Constitution  of  1792,  which  is  the 
first  and  last  Constitution  in  that  State,  provides  for  impeach- 
ment for  bribery,  corruption,  malpractice,  or  mal-ad ministra- 
tion in  office. 

In  Virginia  the  Constitution  of  1851  provided  for  impeach- 
ment of  the  Governor,  Lieutenant  Governor,  Judges,  and  all 
others  offending  against  the  State  by  mal-ad  ministration,  cor- 
ruption, neglect  of  duty,  or  other  high  crimes  or  misdemeanors. 

In  Louisiana  the  Constitution  of  1812  provided  for  impeach- 
ment in  eases  of  misdemeanor  in  office.  - 

In  Tennessee  the  Constitution  of  1834  provided  for  the 
impeachment  of  officers  when  they  commit  any  crimes  in 
their  official  capacity,  which  may  require  disqualification, 
The  Constitution  of  1796  provided  for  the  impeachment  of 
oflScers  for  any  misdemeanor  in  office. 

In  North  Carolina  the  Constitution  of  1776  provided  for 
the  impeachment  of  officers  offending  against  the  State  for 
violating  any  part  of  the  Constitution,  mal-administratiou,  or 
corruption. 

The  Constitution  of  South  Carolina  of  1790  provided  for 
the  impeachment  of  officers  for  misdemeanors  in  office;  the 
last  Constitution,  I  believe,  that  that  State  has  had.  No,  there 
was  a  new  Gonstitution  in  1865. 

There  are  several  States,  Mr.  President,  where  there  is  no 
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limitation  made.  It  is,  in  thoie  States,  left  to  the  power  of  the 
Legislature  to  declare,  each  Legi«latme  foi  it«elf,  the  causes 
for  which  an  impeacbmeiiE  will  lie  I  shall  not  refer  to  the 
constitutions  of  those  States,  hut  simply  gue  the  names: 
Connecticut,  Georgia,  Rhode  Island,  Loiiimna,  and  I  refer 
also  to  the  particular  constitutions  which  have  existed  at 
various  times  in  those  States 

We  come  now  to  the  constitutions,  which  are,  as  we  shall 
insist,  of  a  more  general  character, — a  more  general  meaning ; 
that  is  when  a  provision  is  adopted  in  the  constitution  au- 
thorizing impeachments  of  officers  to  take  place  for  crimes 
and  misdemeanors  out  side  of  their  office ;  and  I  refer  to  the 
Constitution  of  North  Carolina  of  1868,  which  provides  that 
every  officer  of  this  State  shall  be  liable  to  impeachment. 
Brat,  for  corraption  or  other  misconduct  in  his  official  capacity; 
second,  habitual  drunkenness;  third,  intoxication  when  en- 
gaged in  the  duties  of  his  office ;  fourth,  drunkenness  in  any 
public  place;  fifth,  mental  or  physical  incompetence  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  his  office ;  sixth,  any  criminal  matter,  the 
conviction  whereof  would  tend  to  bring  his  office  into  public 
contempt. 

Precisely  what  is  meant  by  that  last  clause,  I  am  not  well 
aware,  and  think  perhaps  it  would  trouble  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  themselves  to  have  decided  what  was  intended  by 
that,  because  I  know  of  no  offense,  no  misdemeanor,  no  crime, 
which  may  be  committed  by  a  public  officer,  that  will  not 
bring  his  office  into  public  contempt. 

In  the  Constitution  of  Texas  in  184S,  there  seems  to  have 
been  no  limiting  provision. 

The  Constitution  of  Georgia  of  1865,  to  which  I  have  already 
refeiTed,  provides  that  the  Governor,  Lieut.  Governor,  and  sev- 
eral officers  shall  be  liable  for  impeachment  for  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors,  and  for  any  misdemeanors  in  office;  and  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  language  here,  because 
it  is  definite,  and  there  can  be  no^mistake  in  regard  to  it, — "for 
high  crimes  or  misdemeanors,  for  any  misdemeanor  in  office, 
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for  corruption  in  proenring  office,  or  for  any  act  which  shall 
degrade  their  ofBeial  character." 

The  Constitution  of  Indiana,  of  1851,  provided  that  impeach- 
ments of  ofEcors  might  take  place  for  crime,  incapacity,  or 
negligence.  The  Constitationof  1816,  of  Indiana,  also  author- 
ized the  impeachment  npon  conviction  of  treason,  bribery,  or 
other  high  Crimea  or  misdemeanors.  Under  that  constitution 
it  was  of  course  necessary  that  there  should  be  a  prior  con- 
viction before  a  party  could  be  impeached. 

The  Constitution  of  New  York  in  1831,  already  referred  to 
provided  for  impeachment  in  cases  of  mal  and  corrupt  conduct 
in  office.  So  far  it  was  precisely  like  the  prior  constitution, 
and   this   portion    is  added:    "and  for   high    crimes    and 


In  Minnesota,  the  constitutional  provision  is,  in  these 
words :  "for  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  or  for  high  crimes  and 
miademeanors," — precisely  the  same  as  found  in  our  Consti- 
tution. 

In  Wisconsin,  the  language  is  the  same  as  in  our  Constitution. 

In  West  Virginia,  the  Constitution  of  1861,  provided  for 
impeachment  for  mal- administration,  corruption,  incompe- 
tency, neglect  of  duty,  or  any  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

The  Constitution  of  Michigan,  in  183S,  contained  the  same 
provision,  that  the  present  Constitntion  contains.  The  Con- 
stitntion  of  1868  also  contains  the  provision  in  the  same 
words. 

The  Constitntion  of  Vermont  is  rather  peculiar,  and  pro- 
vides that  every  officer  of  the  State,  whether  judicial  or  execu- 
tive, shall  be  liable  to  be  impeached  by  the  General  Assembly, 
either  when  in  office  i?t  after  bis  resignation  or  removal  for 
mal-administration.  This  clause,  of  course,  applies  only  to 
officers,  but  there  is  another  clause  in  the  constitution  which 
provides  that  any  person  may  be  impeached  for  crime;  the 
language  of  it  is,  that  the  General  Assembly  shall  have  power 
to  impeach  State  criminals,  probably  referring  to  high  crimes 
and  high  misdemeanors. 
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Thns  far,  Mr.  President,  I  have  followed  these  constitutions, 
audit  will  be  seen  that  there  is  a  peculiar  variation  in  the 
language  of  them,  as  they  haye  been  read  to  you;  but  they 
may  all  be  divided  into  three  claeses: 

First.  Where  impeachments  are  confined  to  misconduct  and 
misdemeanors  in  office; 

Second.  Where  the  power  of  impeachmeufc  is  granted,  hut 
the  causes  are  left  to  be  designated  by  the  Legislature; 

Third,  Where  the  misdemeanoi's  and  crimes  of  officers  are 
not  limited  to  those  of  an  official  character. 

We  shall  claim  that  it  makes  no  difference  whether  the 
offense  committed  and  charged  is  an  offense  connected  within 
the  office  or  not. 

It  was  once  said  that "  all  roads  lead  to  Rome."  Although  it 
cannot  be  claimed  that  these  expressions  mean  one  and  the 
same  thing  still,  if  the  theory  is  correct,  there,  is  no  difference 
in  the  constitutions,  notwithstanding  the  peculiar  and  differ- 
ent expressions  used, 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  an  extract  which  I  have  made, 
where  this  very  same  question  was  brought  up,  under  the  Fed- 
eral Constitutions.  This  was  also  in  the  Blount  case,  in  which 
it  was  argued  by  Mr.  Dallas,  who  appeared  on  the  part  of  the 
respondent,  that,  in  the  constitutions  of  the  sixteen  States 
then  in  existence,  sixteen  contained  provision  for  the  impeach- 
ment of  crimes  in  ofQce.  The  eonstraction  that  was  given  to 
the  Federal  Constitution  must  be  precisely  the  same.  The 
fact  of  the  framcrs  of  the  Constitution  coming  from  States 
that  had  these  constitutions,  explains  the  peculiar  limitation ; 
and  it  must  be  fairly  supposed  that  they  intended  to  introduce 
the  same  resolution  into  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

To  this,  Mr.  Harper  replied  as  follows : 

"  The  learned  counsel  for  the  defendant  have  adduced  many 
of  the  State  constitutions  to  show  that  the  States  have,  in 
their  own  constitutions,  i-estricted  the  power  of  impeachment 
to  official  persons  and  oiBcial  offenses ;  from  whence,  accord- 
ing to  them,  it  ought  to  be  inferred  that  the  States,  in  ratify- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  233 

ing  the  Federal  Constifcution.  intended  that  the  power  or 
impeachment  which  it  contains,  should  be  restricted  in  the 
same  manner.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  discern  how  this 
inference  is  warranted. 

"  The  very  contrary,  I  should  suppose,  onght  to  be  inferred. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  in  the  State  constitutions  the 
power  is  expressly  limited ;  and  that  tenns  are  employed  very 
different  from  those  to  be  found  in  the  Federal  Constitutions. 

"  This  proves  that  where  the  States  intended  to  limit  the 
power,  as  in  their  own  constitutions,  they  employed  express 
words  for  that  purpose;  from  whence  it  may,  surely,  be 
inferred  that  when  they  took  the  Federal  Constitution  without 
any  such  express  words,  they  intended  to  take  the  power  of 
impeachment  along  with  it  without  any  such  limitation.  It 
must  also  be  remarked,  that  the  convention  which  framed  the 
Federal  Constitution  was  composed  of  members  from  each 
State,  who  must  have  understood  their  own  State  constitu- 
tions, and  the  limitations  on  this  subject  which  they  contain. 
Had  they  intended  to  limit  the  power  of  impeachment  in  » 
similar  manner,  they  would  no  doubt  have  done  it  by  express 
words,  as  in  their  respective  State  constitutions." 

It  may  he  inferred  that  when  they  adopted  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution they  intended  to  take  the  power  of  impeachment 
along  with  it.  It  may  also  be  remarked  that  the  Senate  that 
passed  that,  was  composed  of  the  best  men  of  oar  own  States, 
and  they  mast  have  intended  to  incorporate  into  that  consti- 
tution the  same  limit  by  its  provisions.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  there  was  great  force  in  the  argumeot  of  Mr.  Harper,  and 
whatever  passed  into  it.  The  argument  is  ten  times  as  strong 
from  the  fact  that  when  our  Constitution  was  first  adopted,  it 
was  after  a  long  discussion  had  arisen  in  relation  to  this  very 
power,  and  we  may  suppose  that  when  they  passed  this  Con- 
stitution they  must  have  used  the  words  they  did  to  avoid  the 
limitation  which  had  produced  this  discussion  in  other 
impeachment  trials.  It  is  very  certain  tliat  they  did  not  fol 
30 
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low  the  usual  rules  in  regard  to  impeachments  at  that  tirae, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  it  would  be 
natural  that  ■while  they  were  framing  the  Constitution  of  onr 
State  they  were  studying  the  constitutions  of  other  States,  and 
they  could  not  have  failed  to  observe  that  a  vast  majority  of 
the  other  States  contained  this  clause.  There  seems  to  be  a 
pattern  of  expression  of  misdemeauors  in  office,  and  wo  may 
say  that  if  it  had  been  the  intontioo  of  our  framers  to  limit  it 
to  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  they  would  have  stated  so 
expressly, 

I  shall  argue  no  further  in  regard  to  the  powers  of  this 
Court,  or  its  jurisdiction  in  this  class  of  cases.  I  will  simply 
refer  to  the  case  of  Andrew  Johnson,  which  has  been  referred 
to,  and  perhaps  always  will  be  referred  to  in  tliis  country,  as 
a  precedent,  from  its  vast  importance  and  high  standing. 

Every  one  that  lias  read  the  impeachment  proceedings 
knows  that  the  articles  contain  a  clause  impeaching  him  for 
speeches  wliicii  he  made  at  St.  Louis  and  Cleveland.  Tfow, 
■whether  these  were  treason,  high  crimes,  or  misdemeanors,  I 
do  not  propose  to  discuse ;  but  one  thing  is  certain,  that  these 
speeches  hud  no  connection  with  his  office,  acting  as  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  is  the  same  as  with  Mr.  Edmonds 
as  Commissioner.  Did  he  commit  this  crime  any  more  than 
Mr.  Edmonds  committed  the  offenses  charged  against  him  ?  If 
Euch  is  the  fact,  the  speeches  he  made  there  were  speeches 
made  in  his  own  private  capacity,  made  just  as  every  one 
■would  make  such  a  speech,  under  such  circumstances. 

Take  the  case  of  Judge  Humphrey.  It  was  admitted  by  one 
of  the  Managers  upon  the  impeachment  trial  that  but  one 
single  article  referred  to  the  official  conduct  of  Judge  Hum- 
phrey. So  that,  so  far  as  the  authority  goes,  derived  from 
practice  under  the  Federal  Constitution, — and  we  can  see  no 
difference,  really,  between  the  Federal  Constitution  and  our 
own  Constitution  in  this  respect, — the  practice  has  been 
cHtablished  that  a  party  can  he  impeached  for  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors outside  of  his  official  character. 
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There  waa  nnotber  point  raised  by  the  counsel  for  the 
respondent,  in  the  nature  of  a  demurrer  to  these  articles ;  and 
it  was,  that  they  were  articles  so  general  in  their  character 
that  they  furnished  no  opportunity  for  answer  to  be  made  to 
them,  and,  of  course,  it  will  be  claimaJ  tha  articles  wzn  not 
sufficient  to  authorize  evidence  to  be  introduced  with  respact 
to  them.  NoTT,  so  I'ar  as  this  point  is  concerned,  the  Managers, 
in  advancing  these  articles,  were  ■well  aware  that  this  question 
might  arise,  which  has  been  raised  frequently  before.  Aud  I 
will  make  the  same  remark  to  this,  tliat  I  will  make  in  regard 
to  the  crimes  being  connected  with  the  office  :  That  there  is 
no  case  that  I  can  find  where  an  article  was  ruled  or  decided 
as  insufficient. 

When  we  look  at  the  Euglish  cases  we  find  that  at  that 
time,  and  down  to  the  latest, — down,  at  all  events,  to  the  trial 
of  Warren  Hastings, — that  these  trials  were  mostly  of  a  general 
character.  There  are  many  instances  where  they  were  speci- 
fied, it  is  true,  as  in  an  indictment,  but,  as  I  have  stated,  as  a 
general  thing  they  were  not  specified,  and  they  were  in  more 
general  terms  than  the  charges  which  are  charged  here. 

In  the  case  of  Earl  Macclesfield  there  were  two  sets  of  arti- 
cles put  in, — one  extremely  general  in  their  character,  and  the 
other  as  specific  as  any  pleadings  of  the  present  day.  They 
covered  entirely  difierent  grounds.  The  Earl  Macclesfield  was 
tried  upon  both  of  them,  and  althoagh  he  made  objections, 
little  or  no  attention  was  paid  to  it. 

In  the  case  of  Earl  Stamford,  precisely  the  same  rule  was 
followed,  as  iar  as  the  generality  of  the  articles  were  concerned. 

In  the  case  of  Warren  Hastings,  the  articles  themselves  filled 
a  volume,  the  drawing  of  which  articles  occupied  something 
like  six  months;  those  were  specified,  but  very  few  eases  can 
be  found  where  they  are  any  more  general  than  are  our 
articles. 

When  we  look  upon  our  own  impeachment  trials  in  this 
country,  we  find  sufficient  authority  to  warrant  us  in  believing 
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that  such  is  the  practice  in  this  country,  at  least  to  a  greater 
or  leas  esteut. 

I  shall  not  trouble  the  Senate  by  readiug  extracts  from  these 
articles  to  show  their  generality,  but  simply  refer  to  certain 
cases  which  have  already  been  referred  to,  with  one  or  two 
exceptions,  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent,  in  which,  if  any 
member  of  the  Senate  has  the  curiosity  or  desire  to  examine, 
will  find  they  are  as  full  as  these  articles.  I  refer  to  the  case 
of  Hillyer  and  Hobinson,  Articles  3,  4,  and  7,  and  Articles  11, 
13,  and  23  in  the  California  case ;  Articles  6,  i,  and  5  in  the 
New  York  case  of  Dorn,  the  Canal  Commissioner;  Article  11 
of  the  case  of  Madden  ;  Article  10  in  the  Butler  ease^  and  all 
of  the  articles  in  the  Blonnt  case,  with  the  exception  of  the 
first  one.  These  articles  in  the  Blonnt  case  are  of  considera- 
ble length,  which  arises  from  the  long  recitals. 

Whether  this  be  the  practice  or  not,  I  know  of  no  law  that 
requires  the  articles  to  be  more  specific  than  are  here  presented. 
They  generally  charge,  or  are  supposed  to  charge,  and  really 
do  charge  facts  with  which  the  public  suppose  him  to  be 
acquainted,  and  there  is  little  or  no  necessity  that  he  should 
have  the  date  of  the  occurrence  or  the  names  of  the  persons 
pointed  out  to  him,  for  he  can  in  no  way  be  led  astray,  and  he 
might  as  well  prepare  himself  on  these  general  articles  as  upon 
specific  articles ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  an  officer  is 
incompetent;  if  he  has  shown  himself  incompetent  in  conse- 
quence of  bis  misconduct  in  oiEce;  if  he  has  shown  himself 
as  unworthy  of  this  by  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  by  limiting 
the  charges  to  the  day,  time,  and  place,  the  Managers  would 
be  cut  off  from  getting  outside  proofs,  and  from  proving  any 
other  charge  than  was  exactly  recited  there,  and  thereby  the 
people  of  the  State  would  be  injured,  because  they  might  not 
be  able  to  prove  a  charge  laid  against  a  party  in  Grand  Eapids. 

In  the  appendix  of  the  Prescott  case,  the  articles  were  more 
general  than  any  articles  I  have  come  across.  In  that  case  a 
demurrer  was  interposed.  .  I  think  in  one  of  the  laie  cases, 
one  of   the  counsel  for  the  respondent  stated  that  he  never 
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knew  of  an  instance  ivliere  a  demurrer  was  interposed  in  an 
impeachment  case,  but  in  that  case  a  demurrer  was  interposed, 
on  the  ground  that  the  articles  were  too  general,  and  it  was 
expressly  overruled. 

I  have  gone  nearly  over  the  ground,  Mr.  President,  that  I 
intended  to  go  over,  I  want  simply  to  make  one  remark  here. 
I  have  no  doubt  bat  that  we  shall  be  pressed  here  with  this 
proposition :  that  wo  are  bound  by  the  statutory  law,  so  far  as 
practice  is  concerned,  and  by  the  pi-actice  of  courts ;  but  all 
writers  ]ay  down,  that  impeachment  trials  come  under  a  differ- 
ent law,  and  the  practice  which  is  to  govern  them  is  different 
from  that  which  governs  in  trials  in  court. 

In  many  of  our  works  we  find  such  a  thing  spoken  of  as  a 
parlimentary  law,  which  is  entirely  different  from  the  law 
which  governs  courts,  and  as  I  have  already  stated,  while  Par- 
liament and  Legislatures  are  never  authorized  to  set  precedents 
in  particnlar  cases,  to  suit  the  emergencies  of  the  case,  still 
they  are  not  bound  by  precedents  to  any  very  great  extent. 
The  rales  of  evidence  which  govern  in  impeachment  trials,  I 
suppose  will  be  admitted  on  both  sides,  are  substantially  the 
same  as  in  other  trials.  There  is  hut  little  difference,  it  is  very 
true,  as  will  be  seen  in  the  examination  of  the  eases,  and  that 
the  rules  are  never  pressed  to  the  fall  extent;  bnt  it  has 
always  been  the  opinion  of  courts,  that  sitting  aa  a  Court  of 
Impeachment,  substantially  the  same  rules  were  to  he  adopted, 
and  were  to  govern,  as  in  other  eases. 

There  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  and  that  is 
a  point  raised  in  the  answer  to-day,  and  that  is  as  to  the  igno- 
rance of  the  law. 

I  presume  the  same  rule  will  prevail  here  as  elsewhere,  which 
is  founded  on  good  common  sense,  and  that  is  this:  that 
ignorance  of  the  law  is  no  excuse  for  misconduct  or  m.alfeas- 
ance  in  office.  That  is  founded  on  good  common  sense,,  and 
for  this  reason,  that  they  cannot  claim  ignorance  of  the  law 
in  every  case,  when  there  is  no  way  to  determine  whether  a 
man  is  willfully  ignorant  of  the  law,  or  otherwise  ;  therefore, 
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no  matter  from  what  source  hia  ignorance  arises,  they  mast  all 
come  under  the  same  rule.  The  injury  is  precisely  the  same 
to  the  State  aa  to  individualB,  and  it  makes  no  difference 
■whether  his  ignorance  arises  through  inability  to  understand 
the  law,  or  whether  it  arises  from  willful  negligence  in  posting 
himself  as  to  his  duties,  or  ia  any  other  case, — the  result  would 
be  precisely  the  same  so  far  as  the  State  is  concerned. 

We  shall  claim  in  this  case  that  ignorance  of  the  conduct  of 
the  clerks  is  a  matler  for  which  this  Land  Commissioner  is 
responsible.  If  we  shall  prove  that  acts  of  malfeasance  and 
miscondLict  have  been  carried  on  in  that  office  to  a  great 
extent,  we  shall  claim  that  he  is  responsible,  and  that  he  must 
answer  here,  by  way  of  impeachment,  and  that  he  may  be 
removed  from  office ;  because  it  is  his  duty  to  understand  what 
his  clerks  are  doing  there,  and  to  carry  on  the  duties  of  the 
oflBce  properly. 

It  is  a  species  of  imbecility, — a  species  of  willful  negligence, 
for  it  can  be  nothing  else,  where  the  misconduct  is  eaiiied  on 
to  any  great  extent ;  it  is  a  species  of  malfeasance.  Therefore 
we  sball  claim  that  an  officer  shall  he  liable  to  be  impeached 
by  misconduct. 

These  are  all  the  points  I  wish  to  refer  to.  I  will  leave  the 
balance  to  my  co-mauager  who  will  follow  me. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President;  I  will  endeavor  to  be 
brief  in  the  facts  which  are  left  to  me,  and  I  desire  to  say  that 
I  feel  incompetent  to  present  the  matter  as  it  ought  to  be  pre- 
sented. 

I  consider  this  proceeding  one  of  importance  to  the  State, 
and  to  the  respondent  also,  and  the  only  desire  I  have  in  this 
invesligation  is  to  investigate  the  facts,  and  ascertain  whether 
the  charges  that  are  brought  against  the  respondent  are  true 
or  not.  I  agree  with  the  respondent,  and  what  has  been 
claimed  byhis  counsel,  that  this  matter  should  be  investigated, 
and  that  it  is  for  tiie  interest  and  the  honor  of  the  State  that 
it  shonld  be  investigated,  and  that  we  should  come  at  the  truth 
of  this  matter. 
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As  I  understand  the  law  in  reference  to  proceedings 
of  this  kind,  as  has  been  stated  by  Mr.  Cochrane,  it 
is  entirely  of  a  civil  nature,  and  that  it  is  not  a  criminal 
proceeding  at  all,  and  the  modes  of  procedure  in  criminal 
cases  do  not  attach ;  and  tbat  the  simple  question,  as  I  look 
upon  it,  is  that  this  proceeding  is  a  pfoeeeding  to  determine 
whether  a  person  holding  an  office  under  the  Constitution  of 
this  State  is  a  person  that  is  for  the  interest  of  the  State 
under  the  circumstances,  after  he  has  been  charged  with 
crimes,  to  be  permitted  to  remain  in  possession  of  the  office; 
or,  in  other  words,  it  is  simply  to  determine  the  question 
whether  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  State  that  the  party  should 
he  removed  from  office  or  not,  as  this  is  the  only  judgment 
that  can  be  passed  upon  him. 

While  I  shall  endeavor  to  be  as  brief  as  possible,  I  shall  now 
take  up  the  different  articles  of  impeachment,  and  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  facts  whicJli  we  expect  to  prove, 
and  upon  which  wo  shall  claim,  if  we  prove  them,  that  the 
respondent  should  be  removed  from  the  office, 

I  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  because  I  deem  it  im- 
portant that  we  should  understand  the  facts,  and  understand 
the  law  that  governs  this  officer,  that  we  may  come  to  a  just 
conclusion. 

The  first  article  charges  "That  said  Charles  A,  Edmonds, 
Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  of  t)ie  State  of  Michigan,  on 
the  fourth  day  of  January,  1871,  and  on  divers  other  days  and 
times,  between  that  day  and  the  time  when  said  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives passed  the  resolution  of  impeachment  against  him, 
10  wit:  the  28th  day  of  March,  1873,  unmindful  of  the  high 
duties  of  his  office,  of  his  oath  of  office,  and  of  the  require- 
ments of  the  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  this  State,  did  cor- 
ruptly, unlawfully,  and  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  and 
laws  of  this  State,  withhold  from  sale  divers  large  tracts  of 
land,  for  the  particular  benefit  and  advantage  of  certain  land 
dealers,  and  for  a  private  pecuniary  consideration  to  himself, 
his  Deputy,  and  clerks,  to  the  damage  and  iuconvenLence  of 
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the  actual  settlers,  other  dealers,  and  the  people  of  the  State 
generally ;  and  the  said  CharJes  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner 
of  the  State  Land  Office,  was  in  this  manner  then  and  there 
guilty  of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misde- 
meanor in  office." 

Now,  I  snppose  it  is  tinderetood  hy  the  gentlemen  forming 
the  Court,  that  there  are  Tarioas  kinds  of  land  ic  this  State, 
denominated  University  lands,  primary  school  lands,  swamp 
lands,  asset  lands,  internal  improvement  lands,  and  Agricult- 
nral  lands,  and  that  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  has 
charge  of  these  lands,  and  of  their  sale,  and  that  it  is  to  him 
that  applications  sire  made  for  the  purchase  of  the  many 
classes  of  lands  that  I  have  enumerated.  And  we  expect  to 
prove,  under  this  article,  by  various  witnesses,  that  it  has  been 
the  practice  in  that  office,  during  the  time  that  tlie  present 
Commissioner  has  been  in  the  office,  to  withhold  lands  from 
sale  whin  they  oughf  not  to  have  been  withheld,  and  that  it  is 
done  in  this  way :  Parties  will  apply  for  lands,  and  they  will 
receive  an  anawer  that  the  lands  are  sold.  This  looking  up  of 
lands  is  necessarily  expensive,  in  conseiiuence  of  having  to 
Bend  parties  into  the  woods  to  get  the  minutes  and  estimates. 

In  regard  to  the  value  of  lands,  it  has  been  learned,  here  at 
the  office,  that  parties  adopt  this  proceeding,  and  they  con- 
sequently tate  advantage  of  this  information  that  is  so  expeu- 
fdve  to  parties;  and  they  have  third  parties  in  whose  names  the 
lands  are  entered;  for  instance,  Mr.  A  sends  his  land-hunterH 
into  the  woods ;  he  goes  into  the  woods,  looks  up  a  tract  of 
land,  and  ho  applies  for  the  purchase  of  this  land,  and  he 
receives  information  at  the  Laud  Office  that  the  lands  have 
been  purchased  by  gome  other  persons. 

Now,  this  purchase  by  the  other  party  simply  amounts  to 
this,  as  we  expect  to  prove:  That  they  are  simply  marked  in 
the  name  of  this  third  party,  and  withheld  from  sale  until  the 
third  party  can  make  a  sale  to  somebody  else  at  an  advance 
price,  over  and  above  what  the  party  would  have  to  pay 
for   the    same.      And    that    the     Commissioner  — at    least. 
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if  we  do  not  show  that  in  this  particular  instance — that 
the  Commissioner  has  a  share  of  the  profits,  and  that  his 
Deputy,  and  that  his  clerks  have  shared  in  the  profits  that 
have  been  derived  in  this  way.  Then  the  party  who  looks  at 
the  lands  loses  his  expenses,  and  the  lands  are  withheld  from 
the  market  until  they  are  sold  in  that  way. 

We  expect  to  be  able  to  show  to  you  a  case  just  like  this, 
where  a  gentleman  applied  for  certain  school  lands  last  July. 
He  had  had  the  lands  inspected,  and  sent  in  his  application  for 
the  lands,  and  he  received  a  notice  that  those  lands  were  sold; 
that  afterwards  he  came  to  the  office,  and  he  found  the  lands 
were  not  patented ;  that  there  were  simply  written  upon  the 
description,  in  pencil,  the  initials  "  C  H." 

We  expect  to  show  that  an  application  was  filed  on  the  6th 
of  July  last  for  the  school  lands,  in  which  the  applicant  states 
that  he  applied  for  tlie  purchase  of  these  lands,  and  that  he 
withheld  the  issuing  of  the  patent  until  he  ascertains  the 
given  name  of  the  party  that  desires  to  purchase.  He  also 
deposits  at  the  same  time  liis  check,  drawn  upon  a  bank,  in 
which  he  was  a  party,  payable  to  his  own  order,  biit  the 
check  is  not  indorsed,  and  no  order  appears  upon  it.  The 
check  lies  in  the  office  to-day,  the  lands  have  not  been 
patented,  neither  has  there  been  any  certificate  issued  to  C.  H, 
Neither  has  there  been  anything  further  done.  You  are 
aware  that  the  law  provides  that  the  Commissioner,  when 
lands  are  purchased,  shall  at  once  issue  his  certificate,  and 
the  certificate  shall  provide  that  if  the  party  does  not 
pay  according  to  the  certificate,  or  does  not  pay  the 
interest  which  is  due  upon  the  first  day  of  March,  or 
within  sixty  days  after  the  first  day  of  March,  the 
certificate  shall  be  forfeited.  Now,  while  there  has  been  no 
certifleate  issued,  there  has  been  no  interest,  there  have  been 
no  taxes  on  the  land,  there  has  been  no  forfeiture  sixty  days 
after  the  first  day  of  March,  although  there  would  have  been 
if  the  Commissioner  had  done  his  duty  in  regard  to  this  raat- 
31 
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ter.  And  we  espeefc  to  show,  in  this  very  case,  that  the  gentle- 
man who  applied  for  these  lands  received  this  notice  applied 
in  relation  to  the  same  lands.  There  was  two  hundred  acres 
of  the  land,  which  would  be  two  hundred  dollars.  That 
he  was  informed  that  since  these  proceedings  have  been 
in  progress,  in  the  face  and  eyes  of  this  proceeding, 
he  has.  been  told  that  this  gentleman,  marked  C.  H.,  had  on 
deposit  there  a  cheek  for  two  hundred  dollarsj  and  he  would 
allow  him  to  select  out  of  this,  the  part  wanted  in  payment 
for  his  check.  Now,  we  shall  claim  that  if  the  lands  are  actu- 
ally applied  for  by  a  bona  fide  purchaser,  and  the  money  paid 
into  the  State  Treasury,  that  every  citizen  has  a  right  to  pur- 
chase these  lands,  and  that  there  shall  be  no  preferences  shown, 
and  that  it  is  a  fraud  upon  the  State  Treasury  to  hold  these 
lands  in  this  way.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  we  expect  to  show 
under  this  same  article. 

Under  the  second  article  we  shall  claim  that  if  we  show 
what  is  called  for  under  the  first  article — 

Mr  Shipmau — If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  will  make 
this  leL^uest,  thit  the  Mamgei  he  as  specific  as  possible, 
instead  ot  being  genei  il  md  btate  as  iar  as  he  can,  all  the 
facts  he  compluiis  of  ii  ne  irt.  not  non  advised  and  wist  to 
get  them  all 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  have  only  one  objection  to  comply- 
ing with  the  request  of  the  gentleman,  and  that  is  this :  to  he 
specific,  and  state  what  we  expect  to  prove  by  every  witness, 
in  every  instance,  would,  I  think,  take  up  uunecesaary  time ; 
and  my  object  in  making  the  statement  at  all  is,  to  call  tho 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  weight  of  the  testimony,  and 
the  general  tenor  of  the  facts  that  we  espeefc  to  prove.  I  have 
no  objection  to  being  specific  so  far  as  can  be  consistent  with 
the  time. 

I  am  satisfied  that  the  Senate  is  already  wearied  by  the  long 
speeches  they  have  listened  to,  and  are  anxious  to  get  at  these 
facts,  for  this  is  the  main  thing  to  be  tried. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  do  not  ask  for  details,  but  so  far  as  tho  gen- 
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tieman  can,  to  refer  to  the  facts,  so  that  we  will  know  tlie  facta 
in  the  same  general  way, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President,  claiming  as  we  do 
that  the  Commiaaioner  is  the  responsible  head  of  this  office, 
and  that  he  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of  his  clerks  and  his 
Deputy,  we  shall  claim  a  right,  as  a  matter  of  course,  to  intro- 
duce proof  in  regard  to  the  official  misconduct  of  the  clerks  and 
the  Deputy,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Commissioner,  and  under  this 
second  charge  we  expect  to  be  ahle  to  prove  that  the  Deputy 
Commissioner  has  been  in  the  constant  habit,  almost,  of  deal- 
ing in  lands ;  and  I  wish  right  here,  as  I  do  not  desire  to  take 
up  the  time  unnecessarily, — I  had  the  different  statutes  of  the 
State  upon  a  piece  of  paper  to  refer  to,  hut  I  will  not  read 
them  unless  it  is  called  for, — I  desire  to  state  what  I  under- 
stand the  law  to  be  in  regard  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office  and  his  clerks  dealing  in  lands,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, that  are  held  by  the  State  for  sale. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Is  the  Honorable  Manager  speaking 
of  the  second  article  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Of  the  second  article, — and  that  is, 
that  the  statute  prohibits  the  Commissioner  or  his  Deputy 
from  dealing  in  land  while  in  ofBee,  or  for  three  months  after 
the  discontinuance  of  the  office. 

We  expect  to  show  that  Mr.  Barnard,  the  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, who  had  been  a  clerk  in  this  office  for  five  years  before 
he  was  made  Deputy,  had  been  in  the  habit  of  violating  that 
provision  frequently,  and  that  the  Commissioner  knew  it,  and 
we  expect  to  show  that  Mr.  Barnard  has  to-day,  in  iiis  name, 
in  violation  of  the  law, — although  not  in  his  own  name,  over 
two  thousand  acres  of  the  lands  of  this  State.  That  he  holds 
this  land  in  the  name  of  a  third  party,  because  he  knows  he 
cannot  hold  them  in  his  own  name,  which  would  be  in  viola- 
tion of  the  laws  of  the  State.  And  that  he  has  had  men 
1  looking  up  lands,  which  he  has  withheld  from 
1  since  the  time  the  present  Commissioner  has  been   iu 
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We  expect  to  be  able  to  show  that  other  clerks  have  been 
engaged  in  similar  transactions  nnder  this  charge. 

Now  I  will  pass  to  Article  III.  This  third  article  refers  to 
the  law  in  regard  to  the  selection  of  homesteads, — homesteads 
that  are  licensed  to  actual  settlers.  And  I  desire  to  read  sec- 
tion 3978  of  the  1st  Vol.  Compiled  Laws  of  1871 ; 

"That  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  is  hereby 
reqiiired  to  issue  a  certificate  of  purchase  to  every  settler  or 
occupant  of  swamp  lands  belonging  to  the  State,  in  the  proper 
legal  subdivision,  for  eighty  acres  of  said  land,  whenever  it 
shall  be  made  to  appear  to  said  Commissioner  that  such  settler 
or  occupant  has  actually  resided  upon  such  eighty  acres  of 
land  for  the  period  of  five  continuous  years,  and  that  he  has 
also  drained  the  same  so  as  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  Congress,  approved  September  twenty-eight,  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty,  by  which  said  lands  were  conveyed  to  this 
State." 

Now,  under  that  section  the  Commissioner  is  authorized 
to  issue  a  certificate  after  the  party  has  been  in  possession  of 
his  land  for  five  years.  The  second  section  provides  that  the 
settler  shall  file  an  application  and  the  license  shall  be  issued 
to  him ;  and  section  four  of  the  act  of  1859,  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  1861,  provides  for  the  filing  of  certain  proofs  within 
three  months  of  the  settlement;  and  the  act  of  1865,  that 
I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to,  provides : 

"  That  any  swamp  land  licensed  under  and  by  virtue  of  act 
numbei  tno  hundred  and  t^entj  nme  of  the  Session  Laws  of 
eighteen  hundred  and  bH^  nine  and  all  acts  amendatory 
thereto  from  and  dfter  the  e'^pintion  of  five  years  from  the 
date  of  the  license  may  b  sol  1  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office  the  same  as  other  swamp  lands  are  now  sold: 
Provided,  It  shall  appear  from  the  affidavit  of  the  supervisor, 
or  two  responsible  citizens  of  the  township  in  which  sach 
lands  are  situated,  that  no  settlement  has  been  made  by  the 
original  licensee,  as  contemplated  in  the  act  licensing  the 
same;  that  said  licensee  has  no  valuable  improvements  thereon ; 
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also,  that  said  licensee  caanot  claim  exemption  under  the  pra- 
vieione  of  Bection  eighty-seven  of  act  number  sixteen  of  the 
Session  Laws  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two." 

Which,  I  believe,  refers  to  the  fiict  of  th'eir  being  held  back 
by  persons  in  the  military  services. 

'■'  Any  person  holding  a  license  for  the  settlement  of  State 
swamp  lauds  under  and  by  virtue  of  act  number  one  hundred 
and  eight  of  the  Session  Laws  of  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
one,  wlio  sliall  abandon  and  not  reside  upon  tlie  lands 
described  in  his  license,  for  two  years,  shall  forfeit  his  license ; 
and  upon  the  filing  with  said  CommisBioner  the  affidavit  of 
the  supervisor  or  two  responsible  citizens  of  the  township  in 
which  the  said  lands  are  situated,  that  any  licensee  has  aban- 
doned said  land,  and  has  not  resided  upon  the  same  for  two 
years  last  past,  said  Commissioner  shall  declare  said  license 
void,  and  may  sell  the  said  swamp  lands  the  same  as  other 
swamp  lands  are  sold:  Provided,  That  no  such  licensee  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  abandoned  his  land  by  reason  of  being 
engaged  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  TJuited  States," 

So  you  will  see  that  under  that  act  there  are  two  kinds  of 
proof  required  before  the  lands  could  be  sold.  One  is  termed 
"  proof  of  non-occupation,"  and  the  other  of  abandonment. 

Now,  we  expect  to  prove  under  this  article  that  the  Com- 
missioner knew  this  to  be  the  fact ;  that  there  were  all  through 
our  northern  counties,  wherever  there  are'  swamp  lands,  large 
parcels  of  laud  that  wore  settled  by  parties,  living  upon  them 
live  years  and  upwards,  who  did  not  file  the  certificate  with  the 
supervisor,  and  the  affidavit  that  they  had  entered  into  posses- 
sion three  months  after  date  of  their  license;  and  that  was 
a  fact  that  the  Commissioner  had  full  knowledge  of. 
That  Mr.  Barnard  bad  knowledge  of  that,  and  that  it 
was  well  understood  in  the  oEBeo.  So  that  it  was 
understood  that  throughout  the  northern  counties,  if  the 
parties  did  not  file  their  affidavit  within  three 
months  of  settlement,  and  the  certificate  of  the  supervisor, 
showing  the  date  of  the  settlement,  and  if  they  did  not  file 
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these  afRdavita  in  the  office  of  the  CommissioTier,  it  was  under- 
stood that  land  could  not  be  held  good.  And  there  these 
people,  understanding  the  law  of  1853,  rested  in  perfect  security, 
for  they  were  on  the  farms,  improving  land,  and  doing  every- 
thing that  could  be  desired.  In  defiance  of  these  facts,  and  in 
defiance  of  the  law  of  1865,  the  Commisaioner,  since  he  has 
been  in  oflice,  has  not  only  changed  this  rule,  but  decided,  in 
opposition  to  the  law  of  1865,  that  if  the  affidavit  of  the 
supervisor  was  not  filed  within  three  months  from  the  date  of 
the  license,  or  the  certificate  of  the  settlement  within  three 
months,  that  he  forfeited  his  claim,  and  that  his 
lands  could  be  sold  the  same  as  any  other  swamp 
lands;  and  the  eonBeqaence  was,  that  when  this  ruling  was 
made,  that  these  sharks  who  are  always  hovering  around  ready 
to  take  advantage  of  the  poor  man,  were  ready  to  take  them. 
The  first  attempt  that  was  made  was  made  by  a  friend  of  the 
Commissioner,  living  in  Ooldwater.  They  attempted  to  drive 
these  men  from  their  homes.  In  one  ease  we  can  show  where 
a  party  had  flfty-five  acres  and  had  been  upon  it  over  five  years, 
and  another  ease  where  the  party  had  been  on  the  land  over 
five  years,  and  the  patent  was  issued  on  the  7th  day  of  Octo- 
ber, and  the  same  day  the  proofs  got,  showing  he  had  been  in 
possession  of  the  land  over  five  years ;  that  he  had  built  his 
house  upon  it ;  improved  it, — in  fact,  made  all  the  improve- 
ment which  the  law  required,  and  that  on  the  same  day  a  pat- 
ent was  issued  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Cornell,  of  Coldwater. 

Such  are  the  facts  we  expect  to  prove  under  this  charge, 
and  we  claim  that  if  we  establish  this  fact  it  is  sufficient  to 
show  that  this  Commissioner,  for  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  this  State,  should  not  hold  the  office  he  now  holds. 

Under  Article  VI,  the  nature  of  this  testimony  is  the  same 
in  regard  to  entering  into  an  arrangement  with  parties  to 
withhold  lands  from  sale. 

Now,  gentlemen,  I  will  call  your  attention  to  Article  V,  and 
I  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  while  I  attempt  to 
explain  what  I  understand  by  swamp  land  scrip.    I  do  not 
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know  but  every  gentleman  in  this  Court  understanda  what  is 
meant  by  swamp  land  scrip,  but  I  have  found  a  great  many 
men  in  the  House  of  Representatives  that  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  what  it  meant,  and  it  will  be  important  that  this 
Court  should  understand  what  swamp  land  scrip  is.  I  have 
met  with  gentlemen  in  this  southern  part  of  this  State,  and 
some  in  the  northern  part  of  this  Statej  who  supposed  that 
swamp  land  scrip  means  something  that  passes  from  hand  to 
hand,  as  a  bank  bill  or  something  like  bounty  land  warrants. 
It  is  nothing  of  that  kind;  it  simply  means  a  credit;  and  I 
will  illustrate  this  so,  I  think,  that  every  gentleman  in  the 
Senate,  if  there  be  any  that  do  not  understand  what  is  meant 
by  this  scrip,  will  understand  it.  You  are  aware  that  wo  have 
a  law  in  this  State  providing  for  the  construction  of  State 
swamp  land  roads  all  through  the  northern  part  of  our  State. 
Now,  suppose  a  gentleman  takes  a  contract  to  make  a  swamp 
land  road  from  Lansing  to  Jackson,  forty  miles ;  he  is  to  have 
a  section  of  land  to  the  mile  for  constructing  that  road, 
which  would  be  forty  sections,  the  distance  being  forty  miles. 
Now,  we  have  two  kinds  of  scrip.  I  having  been  appointed 
to  investigate,  I  know  what  some  of  the  witnesses  will  say. 
They  will  call  some  matured  scrip,  and  some  unmatured 
scrip.  The  law  provides  that  a  party  taking  a  con- 
tract to  build  a  road  shall  give  a  bond  which  is  to  be 
approved  by  responsible  parties,  and  when  approved,  that 
bond  is  filed  in  the  proper  office,  and  the  contract  ap- 
proved by  the  proper  officer.  He  has  then  enough  to 
call  for  forty  sections  of  land  of  unmatured  scrip.  This 
unmatured  scrip  means  simply  this :  In  order  that  you  may 
understand  it  more  fully,  I  will  say  that  when  he  has  taken 
this  contract  and  it  has  been  approved  in  the  manner  I  have 
stated,  he  has  the  right  to  select  and  have  reserved  from  sale 
his  forty  sections  of  land,  and  he  can  withold  his  forty  sections 
of  land  from  market  so  it  cannot  be  sold  to  anybody  else  by  law 
until  the  time  of  the  completion  of  the  road.  He  can  have  the 
forty  sections  withheld.   Now,  instead  of  doiug  that,  he  can  give 
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his  order  to  Mr.  A,  who  can  go  and  select,  and  have  withheld 
■antil  the  two  years  have  elapsed;  and  he  can  give  an  order  to 
Mr.  B,  who  can  go  and  select  and  give  his  order  on  the  Com- 
missioner, and  of  course  the  patents  would  not  be  issued  nntil 
the  contract  was  completed ;  and  if  the  contract  was  not  com- 
pleted they  would  not  be  issued.  That  is  what  wc  call 
unmatured  scrip. 

Now,  suppose  he  goes  on  and  completes  his  contract  and 
does  not  reserve  any  lands,  when  his  contract  is  completed 
and  accepted  by  the  proper  authorittes  he  has  a  credit  in  the 
Land  Office  for  forty  sections  of  land,  being  one  section  to  the 
mile.  That  is  passed  upon  the  book  that  they  have  in  the  office. 
It  would  amount  to  thirty-two  thousand  dollars.  More  strictly 
speaking,  he  is  entitled  to  thirty-two  thousand  dollars  against 
the  State,  to  be  paid  in  swamp  land,  at  ten  shillings  per  acre. 

Now,  this  scrip  trade  has  been  a  large  ti-ade  and  bankers  have 
entered  into  it,  and  it  is  supposed  it  aeoumuktes  in  their 
ofQces. 

It  is  done  in  this  way :  I  go  to  this  gentleman  that  had 
this  contract,  and  I  want  to  buy  ten  thousand  dollars  of  his 
scrip ;  he  gives  me  an  order  on  the  Commissioner  to  pay  to  B. 
W.  Huston  ten  thousand  dollars  in  swamp  land,  and  charge  to 
my  account.  It  mil  be  charged  against  this  party  at  ten 
thousand  dollars.  I  go  there  with  this  order;  it  will  be 
passed  to  my  credit;  a  book  will  be  opened  with  me,  and  I 
have  credit  for  ten  thousand  dollars.  I  might  sell  to  Mr.  A 
or  Mr,  B  this  matured  scrip ;  it  simply  amounts  to  a  credit 
that  the  party  has  upon  the  books  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office  to  be  paid  in  swamp  lands,  and  these  bankers  buy 
up  these  credits,  and  then  it  is  on  the  books  in  the  Land 
Office  where  these  credits  are  kept  with  different  dealers. 

Now  if  Mr.  A.  wants  to  buy  one  hundred  dollars  worth  of 
land  he  draws  an  order, — he  writes  to  Mr.  Preston  of  Detroit, 
and  he  writes  to  this  Commissioner  to  "pay  thi?  man"  so 
many  hundred  dollars  in  swamp  land,  and  that  is  passed  to  his 
credit. 
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Thus,  what  I  understand,  by  swamp  land  scrip  is  simply  a 
credit,  and  it  is  the  buying  and  selling  of  this  credit. 

"We  expect  to  show  by  testimony  that  we  do  not  think  will 
be  doubted,  that  Mr.  Edmonds  entered  into  this  arrangement 
when  he  first  took  possession  of  the  oiRce,  with  his  Deputy 
that  he  had  at  that  time,  whenever  any  money  was  sent  to  the 
Land  Office  for  land, — it  being  customary  for  parties  wishing 
to  buy  lands  to  send  the  money  directly  to  the  Commissioner, 
— that  he  entered  into  an  arrangement  with  his  Deputy,  to 
beep  the  money,  and  take  the  land  with  scrip.  Now,  on  the 
face  of  this,  it  may  not  seem  to  be  very  bad,  or  anything 
wrong  about  it,  but  that  fact  we  expect  to  prove,  and  I  shall 
call  your  attention  in  a  moment  to  wherein  I  think  it  is  wrong 
and  a  violation  of  the  law.  Scrip  at  that  time  was  worth 
about  So  cents  on  the  dollar.  So  that  if  Mr.  A  sent  in  a 
hundred  dollars  to  buy  80  acres  of  land,  and  the  Commissioner 
and  his  Deputy  kept  the  one  hundred  dollars  and  paid  for  the 
land  in  scrip,  they  had  made  forty  dollars  by  the  speculation. 

Now  that,  upon  the  face  of  it,  might  not  seem  to  be  very 
bad, — paying  so  much  of  the  State  indebtedness, — but  where 
the  trouble  is,  and  where  there  is  a  fraud  on  the  State,  where 
the  State  has  suffered  largely,  the  law  provides  that  the  money 
received  should  be  paid  into  the  Treasury,  that  is,  it  provides 
that  fifty  per  cent  of  all  the  money  received  for  swamp  land 
should  be  paid  into  the  Treasury,  and  fifty  per  cent  credited  to 
the  primary  school  fund,  or  fifty  per  cent  credited  to  the 
county. 

Now,  if  we  show  that  Edmonds  took  one  hundred  dollars  of 
cash  sent  to  that  office ;  that  he  defrauded  the  primiry  school 
fund  out  of  fifty  dollars, — lie  put  it  into  his  own  pocket, — 
and  he  defrauded  the  swamp  land  fund  out  of  the  other  fifty 
dollars,— if  we  show  one  ease  of  that  kind,  it  is  a  sufBcient 
reason  why  he  should  be  impeached. 

The  Honorable  Manager  here  read  from  the  statute  of  1850. 

Now  take  the  case  I  have  stated.  A  party  sends  his  money 
3i 
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to  this  office  to  purchase  land,  and  if  a  Commissioner  keeps  it 
and  buys  scrip  with  it, — if  he  does  that,  he  has  kept  fifty  dol- 
lars that  belonged  to  the  primary  school  fund,  and  he  has 
kept  fifty  dollars  that  belonged  to  the  county  in  which  tlie 
land  was  located.  He  has  kept  one  hundred  dollars,  for  this  was 
to  be  passed  to  the  credit  of  this  fund,  and  the  interest  only  to 
be  paid  over.  The  one  hundred  dollars  should  have  been  applied 
to  the  payment  of  the  outstanding  indebtedness  of  tlie  State, 
and  the  interest  paid  over  to  the  primaiy  school  fund  for  the 
county,  so  that,  in  three  different  particulars,  three  different 
funds  of  the  State  would  be  defrauded.  Now,  we  expect  to  show 
that  this  has  been  done  in  repeated  instances.  And  we  expect 
to  show  further,  if  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken,  that  lands  have 
been  bought  by  a  party  residing  out  of  this  State,  with  swamp 
land  scrip,  at  70  cents  on  the  dollar;  notified  since  the  time 
that  they  were  issued  really  at  four  dollars  when  it  was  only 
ten  shillings, — notifying  the  party  there,  making  the  party  pay 
$3.80. 

Now,  if  we  show  these  lacts  there  can  be  no  doubt,  1  appre- 
hend, abont  this  fifth  article  being  sustained,  and  I  think  we 
shall  be  able  to  show  all  that  I  have  claimed  in  regard  to  it. 

Under  Article  VI  we  expect  to  show  that  when  the  present 
Commissioner  took  possession  of  the  office,  that  there  were 
but  eight  clerks,  I  think,  in  the  ofiiee;  that  they  have  been 
increased  from  that  number  to  seventeen  or  eighteen,  and  that 
a  certain  proportion  of  them — I  do  not  propose  to  attack  all 
the  gentlemen  in  that  office,  for  I  do  not  think  I  would  be 
justified  in  doing  anything  of  the  kind,— bnt  a  certain  num- 
ber of  those  clerks  were  men  of  intemperate  and  unsteady  hab- 
its, neglecting  their  work  and  business  there,  and  that  the  Com- 
missioner had  knowledge  of  that  fact  We  expect  to  be  able  to 
Bhow  imder  this  article  that  the  Commissioner  not  only  had 
knowledge,  but  that  he  was  in  the  habit  of  going  into  their  room 
and  drinking  with  them,  and  that  on  certain  o 
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them  became  bo  intoxicated  that  they  did  not  know,  the  next 
day,  where  they  went  or  what  they  were  doing, 

Our  position  heing  that  this  is  an  investigation  to  determine 
whether  this  officer  shall  be  removed  for  putting  an  unneces- 
sary number  of  clerks  in  that  office,  if  we  associate  with  him, 
drinking,  disregard  of  law,  and  going  to  places  of  ill-repute, 
we  shall  claim  that  this  is  sufficient  cause  for  his  removal  from 
office. 

And  I  wish  to  say  in  regai-d  to  the  law  of  1871,  as  the  ques- 
tion may  be  raised  whether  this  Court  can  act  upon  that  law, 
in  regard  to  the  remoTal  of  this  Commissioner,  that  I  think 
that  flo  far  ss  that  question  is  concerned,  there  is  no  doubt 
under  this  proposition  that  if  we  have  an  officer  in  this  State, — 
a  constitutional  officer, — who  is  in  the  habit  of  drinking  intox- 
icating liquor  to  excess,  who  indulges  in  habits  unbecoming  to 
his  dignity  as  a  public  officer,  the  Senate  have  the  power  to 
impeach.  I  do  not  think  there  can  he  any  donht  upon  the 
authorities,  so  far  as  I  have  investigated  them,  of  the  power  of 
this  Legislature  to  remove  any  particular  State  officers,  to 
impeach  them,  on  account  of  drunkenness.  I  think  there  is  no 
doubt  about  it  at  all,  regardless  of  the  law  of  1871. 

We  shall  also  show  under  Article  VT  that  two  or  three  of 
these  clerks,  as  charged  here,  had  been  in  the  habit  of  buying 
land,  indirectly,  with  other  parties,  in  the  name  of  other  par- 
ties,—they  being  interested  in  the  purchase,— in  addition  to  the 
habits  of  the  clerks. 

Under  Ai-ticle  VII,  the  evidence,  of  course,  will  be  the  same 
as  that  nnder  the  fifth  article,  in  regard  to  scrip.  We  shall 
claim,  if  we  show  that  parties  sent  moneys  here,  imder  this  act 
of  the  Legislature  referred  to — that  if  parties  sent  moneys  here 
for  swamp  land  and  the  Commissioner  kept  the  money  and 
paid  for  the  land  in  scrip,  that  he  violated  this  statute,  for  he 
is  one  of  the  officers  that  is  covered  by  it.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  it.    I  think  it  was  a  direct  violation  of  his  duties. 
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and  if  we  show  that  fact,  as  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall,  we  shall 
«laim  that  we  have  made  a  case  under  Article  VIL 

Now  I  come  to  Article  VIII,  which  is  for  the  publication  of 
a  paper  that  is  entitled  "Every  "Weduesday  Night."  Now, 
what  we  claim,  gentlemen,  in  regard  to  that  paper,  is,  that  its 
■circulation  was  an  indictable  offense ;  that  it  was  a  misde- 
meanor ;  that  it  was  obaci.'ne  and  scandalous  ;  that  it  was,  in 
fact,  a  libel,  upon  which  an  indictment  could  be  based  ;  and 
that,  if  you  have  jurisdiction,  as  I  have  no  donbt  you  have,  to 
try  matters  outside  of  the  office,  and  if  this  paper  is  of  such 
a  character  as  I  have  stated,  that  it  is  perfectly  compefcent  for 
you  to  take  it  mto  consideration.  And  if  we  show,  as  we 
expect  to,  that  it  was  circulated — deposited  in  the  postofBce — 
by  the  Commissioner,  that  it  is  enflieient  reason  why  he 
should  be  removed  from  oflice.  It  is  no  trivial  afEair.  The 
circulation  of  this  paper  is  no  light  matter.  It  loots  to  me 
as  though  it  was  a  matter  of  importance.  It  certainly  shows 
the  manner  of  the  mind  of  the  Commissioner.  It  shows  his 
manner  of  looking  upon  these  things :  provided  he  is  the 
party  that  put  it  iu  circulation.  I  submit  whether  it  does  not 
show  a  looseness  in  the  manner  of  thinking  upon  matters  of 
this  kind ;  and  whether,  if  this  Commissioner  took  this  paper 
and  went  out  of  his  own  State  and  deposited  it  in  the  post- 
office,  it  does  not  show,  by  that  act,  also,  that  he  himself,  in 
his  sober  moments,  does  not  indorse  what  he  was  doing? 
Does  it  not,  in  fact,  show  that  he  was  doing  what  was  wrong, 
■and  that  he  knew  it  ^ 

And  I  ask  if  it  is  not  an  inault  to  the  people  of  this  State 
that  he  should  put  m  rireulation  such  a  document  as  this  is? 
You  have  all  seen  it  peihaps,  and  read  it.  We  claim  that  it  is 
not  only  obscene  and  defamatory,  but  goes  further.  It  strikes 
at  the  religious  sentiment  of  this  State,  making  light  of  those 
matters  which  he  ought  to  have  more  seriously  considered. 

Now,  we  claim  that  it  was  not  only  a  violation  of  the  laws 
of  this  State,  but  a  violatioa  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States ; 
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and  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  Hie  delinition  of  the  word 
"  Obscene :" 

First,  Offensive  to  eliastity  anil  decency;  expressing  or  pre- 
senting to  the  mind  or  view,  something  which  delicacy,  purity, 
and  decency  forbid  to  be  exposed ;  impnre :  as  obscene  lan- 
guage ;  obscene  pictures. 

Second.  Foul;  filthy;  offensive;  disgusting;  impure;  im- 
modest; indecent;  unchaste;  lewd. 

That  is  the  definition  Mr,  Webster  gives  in  his  dictionary 
to  the  word  obscene.  Now,  we  claim  if  this  paper  comes 
fnlly  under  this  definition,  that  there  cannot  he  any  doubt 
about  its  being  an  obscene  paper.  And  if  it  was  an  obscene 
paper  it  was  in  direct  violation  of  the  laws  of  Congress, 
as  well  as  in  direct  violation  of  the  laws  of  this  State. 
When  he  deposited  it,  too,  at  Laporte,  as  we  claim  he  did,  and 
directed  it  to  the  offices  of  this  State,  we  expect  to  show  that 
the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office  of  the  State  of 
Michigan,  like  a  man  fleeing  from  crime,  went  down  to  Laporte 
and  registered  his  name  as  Alexander  Hayues;  that  is,  he 
goes  in  there  in  the  night  and  registers  his  name  Alexander 
Haynes,  and  hires  a  boy  and  does  up  two  bushels  of  this 
scandalous  newspaper,  carries  them  to  the  office,  and  directs 
them  to  the  people  of  this  State  and  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, of  this  State,  and  leading  citizens  of  the  State  in  every 
part  of  the  State.  I  submit,  if  we  show  that  fact,  whether  it 
is  not  an  insult  to  the  people  who  elected  him.  I  submit 
whether  a  man  who  does  this  is  woHhy  to  hold  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  State  Lands.  I  submit  whether  it  is  not  a 
matter  worthy  of  consideration,  when  a  trusted  officer  of  this 
State  is  prowling  around  in  this  way,  doing  what  he  knew  was 
wrong,  registering  himself  in  assumed  names  like  a  horse-thief 
fleeing  from  justice.  I  submit  this  ia  a  grave  matter,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  of  being  able  to  prove  what  we  say  is  true  in 
regard  to  the  matter,    I  understand  that  he  has  not  denied  it. 

The  facts,  of  course,  under  the  8th  and  9th  articles,  you  will 
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sec,  referring  to  the  violation  of  the  laws  of  Congress,  ivill  be 
the  same. 

The  10th  article  reads  as  follows : 

"  That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Of&ee,  unmindful  of  the  dignity  of  his  office,  his  duties, 
his  oath  of  ofliee,  and  the  requirements  of  the  laws  of  this 
State,  at  divers  times  during  his  official  term  as  such  Commis- 
sioner, since  the  fifth  day  of  July,  1871,  at  the  city  of  Lansing, 
and  in  other  places  within  this  State,  has  been  drunk,  or  so 
affected  by  his  drinkin;^  of  intoxicating  liquors,  as  to  disgrace 
his  office  and  unfit  him  for  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties ; 
and  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBce,  did  thus  and  then  and  there  show  good  cause  for 
his  removal  from  office,  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  entitled 
'An  a«t  to  subject  all  persons  holding  office  under  the  govern- 
ment of  the  State  of  Michigan  to  removal  from  'office  for 
drunkenness,'  approved  April  5, 18T1-" 

We  expect  to  show  under  this  article,  by  quite  a  number  of 
witnesses,  that  the  Commissioner,  here  in  this  city  of  Lansing, 
and  at  other  places,  has  been  intoxicated  on  several  occasions, 
so  much  so  that  it  has  been  necessary  that  he  should  have 
assistance  to  retire,  and  the  testimony  under  this  charge,  of 
coarse,  will  be  confined  directly  to  that  of  being  intoxicated. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  take  up  time  under  this 
article. 

Under  Article  XI,  the  one  charging  adultery,  ivo  expect  to 
be  able  to  show — and  I  regret  that  it  is  so — that  the  Commis- 
sioner lias  been  guilty  of  the  charges  brought  against  him. 
We  expect  to  show,  by  two  or  three  witnesses,  that  he  has 
visited  a  house  of  ill-repute  in  this  city.  And  we  expect  to 
show,  by  witnesses  to  whose  testimony  you  will  give  full  credit, 
that  on  three  difierent  occasions  they  discovered,  or  saw,  such 
circumstances  as  would  lead  any  man  exercising  sound  discre- 
tion to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  the 
crime.    Here,  of  course,  you  all  understand  that  this  charge  is 
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one  which  it  is  not  expected  can  be  proved  by  the  witnesses 
from  actual  obaervation,  but  that  it  is  shown  by  circumstances. 
And  we  expect  to  show,  by  a  party  that  we  have  no  doubt  will 
testify  to  the  truth,  that  on  one  occasion  he  was  sCen  to  come 
out  of  a  room  in  the  Lansing  House, — room  No.  89, 1  think, — in 
the  morning,  and  a  strange  woman  that  did  not  belong  to  the 
house  came  out  of  the  same  room,andit  was  not  Mr.  Edmonds' 
wife,  and  we  expect  to  show  that  he  is  a  married  man ;  and  that 
on  another  occasion  one  of  the  men  of  the  house  found  him  in 
the  morning,  about  nine  o'clock,  locked  in  his  room  there 
with  a  woman  that  was  not  his  wife,  and  that  the  woman  was 
turned  away  from  the  house;  and  that  on  another  occasion, 
we  expect  to  show,  by  two  witnesses,  that  he,  with  one  of  his 
clerks,  in  the  day-time,  about  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon, 
was  seen  in  the  Lansing  House.  Two  strange  women  were 
there  who,  it  was  I'eported,  were  from  Saginaw, — I  do  not 
know  whether  they  esme  there  to  stay  or  not,— and  that  Mr. 
Edmonds  retired  to  room  128  with  one  of  the  women ;  that 
the  clerk,  Mr.  Clark,  went  to  T8,  which  was  Mr.  Edmonds 
other  room,  with  the  other  woman,  and  that  they  were  in  their 
rooms  a  certain  time.  We  can  show  these  facts  and  circum- 
stances, sufficient  in  the  law  to  convict  him  of  the  crime  we 
have  charged  against  him. 

We  shall  insist  with  all  earnestness  and  candor  that  if  you 
are  satisfied  from  the  testimony  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  offense 
charged,  and  in  the  manner  which  we  claim  it  to  have  been 
committed,  you  ought  not  to  hesitate  a  moment  in  removing 
him  from  the  office.  For  if  he  has  so  little  regard  for  the  pro- 
prieties of  life,  and  for  the  position  that  he  occupies,  and  the 
dignity  of  the  State,  as  to  do  this  in  a  public  house  in  the  day- 
time, under  the  circumstances  which  we  have  alleged,  it  shows 
that  he  is  a  man,  as  we  shall  claim,  who  is  not  fit  to  bo  trusted 
by  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Now  I  pass  from  these  articles  as  briefly  as  I  can.  I  called 
your  attention  to  the  facts  which  wc  expect  to  prove.    We 
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espect  to  be  able  to  substantiate  these  facts.  I  desire  to  call 
yonr  attention,  just  for  a  moment,  to  the  office  of  Commis- 
sioner of  State  Ijands ;  and  I  claim  that  office  is  otie  of  the 
most  important  in  this  State ;  and  that  if  there  is  an  office  in 
the  State  that  requires  in  its  possessor  sterling  integrity  it  is 
that  office ;  because  there  are  greater  temptations  thrown 
around  u  man  who  holds  that  position  than  any  other  office  in 
this  State.    . 

There  are  great  interests  under  this  charge,  and  the  checks 
upon  that  office  are  of  such  a  character  that  in  fact  they  are 
not  worth  anything.  And  when  jou  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  there  is  placed  in  his  hands  the  sale  of  the  lands 
of  this  Stat«,  which  amount  to  between  three  and  four  million 
of  acres  or  so,  varying  in  price  from  three  or  four  dollars  to 
ten  shillings,  amounting  to  over  six  million  dollars,  and  that 
this  land  was  covered  by  valuable  timber,  and  that  there  is  a 
continual  strife  among  the  men  buying  land,  to  take  advantage 
of  each  other,  in  their  scrabble  for  this  valuable  pine  land — 
when  you  take  into  consideration  these  things,  we  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  if  there  is  anywhere  that  honesty  is  re- 
quired, and  integrity  is  required,  it  is  in  that  office.  And 
we  shall  urge,  if  we  show  these  things,  that  it  is  a  reason  why 
this  officer  should  be  removed. 

I  can  readily  see  that  there  might  be  a  case  where  I  might 
not  he  BO  urgent  to  remove  an  officer,  on  the  same  state  of 
facts,  as  I  would  be  to  remove  him.  If  he  had  any  other  office 
there  might  not  be  the  temptation.  But  we  insist,  if  we  show 
this  state  of  facts,  that  it  will  be  sufficient  ground  to  remove 
liim  from  this  office.  And  that  is  all  there  is  in  this  proceed- 
ing. It  is  merely  a  proceeding  to  try  the  question  whether 
the  Commissioner  is  a  competent  and  proper  person  to  hold 
the  office  he  now  holds. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  care  to  say  anything  more  on  the 
question. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  MofFatt,  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  acljourned  until  10  o'clock  a,  m 


Thursday,  A.  M.,  May  3, 1872. 

The  President  pro  tern,  called  the  Senate  to  order  at  tea 
minutes  past  t«n  o'clock. 

The  Sergeant- at- Arms  opened  the  Conrt  with  the  usual 
proclamation. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  a  quorum  of  the  Senate 
was  present. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — Mr,  President:  I  would  like  to  inquire  what 
memhers  of  the  Senate  are  absent  without  leave. 

The  Presiding  officer — The  Secretary  will  imform  the  gen- 
tleman. 

The  Secretary — Senators  Bennett,  Brownell,  and  Sheley. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Gentlemen  Managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Eepresentatives,  you  will  proceed  in  support  of 
your  articles  of  impeachment.  Senators  will  please  give  their 
attention. 

Mr,  Eomeyn — Mr.  President:  Before  the  Gentlemen  Man- 
agers on  the  part  of  the  House  proceed  with  the  testimony,  I 
will  send  to  the  Secretary's  desk  a  paper  that  I  have  here. 

The  Secretary  read  the  paper,  as  follows : 

Considering,  The  character  of  the  proceeding  now  pendirg 
before  the  Senate  of  Michigan,  to  wit :  the  trial  of  an  impeach- 
ment found  by  the  House  of  RepresentatiyeB  against  a  high 
officer  of  the  State  for  corrupt  conduct  in  office  and  for  crimes 
and  misdemeanors ; 

Considering,  That  the  Senate  sitting  as  a  Conrt  of  Impeach- 
ment, are  judges  both  of  law  and  fact,  and  that  the  reasons 
for  the  exclusion  of  evidence  on  a  trial  before  an  ordinary 
conrt,  when  the  questions  of  law  and  fact  are  distinguished 
33 
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from  ea«h  other,  ae  being  the  one  the  province  of  the  court 
and  the  other  of  the  jury,  do  not  apply  to  this  proceeding,  and 
that  according  to  the  usage  in  the  trial  of  impeachments,  a 
degree  of  latitude  of  inquiry  and  freedom  from  technicality 
praperly  obtain,  and 

Considering,  That  the  members  of  the  Senate  must  fre- 
quently differ  in  opinion  as  to  the  admissibility  of  the  evidence 
offered ; 

Therefore,  For  the  removal  of  such  differences  and  for  the 
dispatch  of  business,  it  is  advisable  that  ali  evidence  offered  on 
either  side,  not  trivial  or  obviously  irrelevant,  shall  be  received 
without  objection,  it  being  understood  that  the  same  when 
admitted  shall  be  subject  to  discussion  and  comparison  at 
the  bar  for  the  determination  of  its  competency  and  value,  and 
shall  be  duly  sifted  and  weighed  by  the  Senators  in  determin- 
ing their  final  judgment. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — I  move  the  adoption  of  that  as  a  stiinding 
order  of  the  Senate,  during  this  triah 

Mr.  Shipman — AVill  it  be  proper  for  counsel  to  be  Iieard  on 
that? 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  would  be  proper. 

Mr.  Sliipman — I  hope  that  resolution  will  not  be  adopted. 
It  seems  to  me  an  extraordinary  resolution.  It  appears  to  me, 
that  it  is  a  rule  very  extraordinary  for  tlie  government  of  a 
trial,— one  that  was  never  lieard  of  as  far  as  my  experience  goes, 
never  Itnown  in  court,  and  which  may  worlf  very  great  injury 
to  the  respondent.  As  I  understand  the  rules  of  law,  and 
the  proceedings  in  trials  of  this  Itind  in  the  Senate,  they 
are  to  be  governed  somewhat  by  the  proceedings  in  courts  of 
law.  At  all  events,  the  same  reasons  which  led  io  the  establish- 
ment of  rules  in  courts  of  law,  and  in  proceedings  there,  in  the 
ordinary  tribunals,  apply  here.  '■'  Like  reasons  do  not  make 
like  law,"  is  the  maxim,  and  we  think  it  is  allowing  too  much 
latitude,  to  alloiv  the  parties  to  introduce  such  evidence  as 
they  choose, — as  I  understand  the  reading  of  this  resolution 
contemplates, — and  then  to  attempt  to  sift  it  out  afterwards. 
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The  consequence  would  be  that  you  ivould  have  a  vast  amount 
of  testimony  that  woald  be  wholly  irrelevant  to  the 
■ease.  The  bearing  would  be  esceedihgly  remota,  at  all 
events,  and  you  would  have  more  upon  your  hands 
than  yon  could  very  well  sift  down,  in  the  time 
allowed  you ;  and  you  couid  hardly  be  expected  to  go  over  all 
of  this  testimony,  and  sift  the  good  from  the  bad.  At  aU 
events,  you  could  not  do  it  with  the  readiness  and  the  ease  with 
which  yon  could  perform  the  same  work  if  you  are  allowed  to 
take  it  up  as  they  take  it  in  trials  where  the  proof  is  offered. 
Proof  ought  not  to  be  allowed  in  any  case  that  is  not  relevant 
to  the  issue  raised.  It  must  support  the  allegations  on  one 
side,  or  support  the  defense  upon  the  other.  Manifestly  any 
other  testimony  has  no  bnsiness  in  the  ease.  It  only  lumbers 
it  up;  and  you  predjudice  a  case  very  much  by  introducing 
irrelevant  matters.  Why,  under  such  a  rule  as  that,  to  a  great 
•degree  you  throw  down  the  barriers  here;  you  do  not  try 
the  respondent  on  the  .  charges  brought  against  him  by 
the  House,  and  it  is  admitted  by  the  Honorable  Managers  that 
they  can  only  properly  present  here  charges  and  matters  which 
have  been  passed  upon  by  the  House.  But  under  this  extraor- 
dinary rule  you  throw  wide  open  the  gates ;  you  might  intro- 
duce anything  and  everything.  Why  do  yon  have  articles 
presented,  except  to  inform  the  party  of  what  he  has  to  meet  ? 
These  articles  perform  the  part  of  a  pleading,  and  a  pleading 
is  a  statement  of  a  cause  of  action  in  a  civil  suit,  or,  if  it  be  in 
a  criminal  matter,  it  is  to  inform  the  accused  what  he  is 
■charged  with,  specifically,  so  that  he  may  know  what  to  meet. 
And  the  evidence  should  bear  on  that.  If  it  tends  to 
prove  the  fact,  although  remotely,  it  would  be  admissible, 
but  I  think  that  the  ordiaary  rule  should  obtain,  so  that 
we  may  sift  the  testimony  when  it  is  offered,  the  good  from 
the  bad ;  because  it  is  only  the  bad  that  we  shall  have  any- 
thing to  do  with.  I  submit  that  under  this  rale  here  yon 
might  just  as  well  let  parties  come  in  and  file  affidavits.  There 
is  no  need  of  a  proceeding  of  this  kind, — no  need  of  any  rules 
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in  regard  to  the  admissibility  of  testimony.  You  miglit  as 
well  get  it  all  in  and  then  look  it  all  over,  and  sift  it  out  after- 
wards. Could  we  ihtrodnce,  would  the  Honorable  Maiiagera 
upon  the  other  side  consent  to  our  introducing,  any  testi- 
mony which  we  might  choose,  however  remote  and  distant 
from  the  case,  and  that  could  have  no  real  bearing  upon  the 
fects  alleged,  and  then  sift  it  down  afterwards  ?  They  ought 
not  to  allow  it.  It  would  be  unlawyerlike  to  do  it.  It  is  not 
the  usual  way  of  conducting  judicial  proceedings ;  and  I 
submit  to  this  honorable  body  that  this  rule  ought 
not  be  adopted.  It  is  a  rule  of  injustice.  It  is  a  rule  that 
the  experience  of  all  coiirts  has  taught  it  was  unsafe  to  fol- 
low. There  is  no  court  that  follows  such  a  rule  as  that,  and 
the  very  fact  that  they  have  not  followed  such  a  rule  and  that 
they  have  established  exactly  the  opposite  rule,  namely :  that 
you  shall  have  the  right  to  object  to  testimony  that  is  irrele- 
vant when  it  is  offered,  it  seems  to  me  establishes  the  very 
strongest  reason  for  continuing  to  adhere  to  that  rule.  This 
is  a  court;  it  is  not  above  law.  Your  oaths  are,  here  to  decide 
according  to  law  and  evidence, — the  laws  as  made, — the  estab- 
lished laws.  Now,  the  rule  governing  these  tribiinals  is,  as  was 
announced  by  one  of  the  Honorable  Managers  yesterday,  in 
regard  to  the  admission  of  testimony,  substantially  the  same 
as  in  courts  of  law.  Why  should  we  now  depart  from  it  ?  I  hope 
that  it  may  not  he  done.  We  will  not  be  captious  in  this  mat- 
ter,—we  win  endeavor  to  throw  the  doors  wide  open.  We  will 
endeavor  to  make  no  objection  for  the  purpose  of  delay,  but 
let  the  matter  be  sifted  fairly  and  fully,  and  all  the  evidence 
that  could  have  a  bearing  upon  the  case  be  admitted;  but  we 
seriously  object  to  throwing  the  doors  open  to  this  wide  lati- 
tude and  license  that  it  seems  to  me  one  contemplated  by  that 
resolution.  Perhaps  I  do  not  fully  comprehend  it,  but  it 
sounds  so  to  me.    I  hope  that  it  may  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.Romeyn^I  am  jiot  very  strenuous  about  the  adoption— 
The  Presiding  OfScer — Discussion  on  tlie  part  of  Senators 
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is  out  of  order,  under  the  mlea.  Do  the  Honorable  Managers 
desire  to  be  heard  upon  this  question  ? 

Mr.  Manager  G-rosvenor — Mr.  President :  The  Managers  are 
quite  willing  that  rule  should  be  adopted,  because  it  seems  to 
tend  to  the  furtherance  and  rapidity  of  this  trial.  It  is 
not  an  unusual  nile  in  courts  where  the  trier  is  the  judge. 
Those  of  us  who  have  practiced  in  the  courts  of  this  State 
know  very  well  that  in  the  trial  of  a  case  befoi'e  a  judge  of  the 
circuit,  who  is  to  judge  of  the  law  and  the  facts,  he  will  often 
hear  testimony  and  say,  "  It  shall  be  received  under  objection, 
and  if  at  the  conclusion  of  the  matter  I  find  it  irrelevant,  hav- 
ing no  bearing,  I  will  reject  it,"  and  trials  are  heard  every  day 
upon  that  principle  in  the  circuit  courts  of  our  State  where 
the  judge  is  sitting  alone.  But  there  would  be  manifest  impro- 
propriety  in  adopting  that  rule  in  case  these  Senators  were 
sitting  as  a  jury,  and  you,  Mr.  President,  was  sitting  as  a  judge, 
and  they  were  bound  to  tate  the  facts  from  the  wifcoesBes  and 
the  law  from  the  court.  There  I  can  see  manifest  injustice, 
because  a  case  may  be  prejudiced  in  the  minds  of  jurors  that 
could  not  be  prejudiced  in  the  mind  of  a  judge.  I  appre- 
hend that  this  motion  was  made,  or  the  resolution  offered, 
rather,  for  the  furtherance  of  justice,  for  the  sate  of 
saving  time  and  expediting  this  trial.  In  fact  I  had 
made  the  proposition  to  counsel  this  morning  to  do  that, — 
substantially  the  same  thing,— to  allow  all  testimony  to  be 
admitted  here  bearing  upon  the  articles  of  impeachment, 
whether  for  or  against,  subject  to  any  exception  that  counsel 
might  tato  upon  the  argument,  if  it  was  only  relevant  to  the 
articles,— to  some  one  of  the  articles.  If  it  had  a  bearing  upon 
the  articles,  admit  it,  for  or  against ;  not  to  restrict  the  line  of 
inquiry,  but  to  est«nd  it  to  any  and  all  matters  within  his 
official  term,— the  official  term  of  the  respondent. 

I  can  see  no  injustice  to  the  people,  I  can  see  no  injustice  to 
the  respondent.  We  will  take  Article  VIII,  which  I  think 
charges  him  with  the  circulation  of  this  paper.  The  testimony 
vpill  be  concise  and  to  the  point :    Did  he  circulate  the  paper  ? 
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Now,  upon  the  final  adjudication  npoa  that,  tlie  Senate  must, 
find  whether  the  facts  charged  are  true, — have  been  proven, — 
then,  whether,  if  these  facts  have  been  proven,  does  it  conati- 
tuts  an  offense  under  the  Constitution  of  this  State;  so  that 
when  they  vote  for  a  conviction  under  that  article  they  vote 
that  the  facts  charged  have  been  proved,  aad  as  a  conclusion 
of  law,  that  it  is  a  violation,— so  that  thoy  vote  separately  upon 
each  one  of  these  articles.  Now,  if  this  Senate,  on  the  fin  a 
adjudication  here,  should  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  facts 
proved  in  Article  VHI  were  true,  hut  deny  the  law;  they 
vot«  against  it;  can  it  prejudice  them?  They  might  all  believe 
the  facts  proven,  to  have  been  weU  proven,  but  they  may  deny 
the  conclusion,  that  he  did  then  and  there  violate  the  Consti- 
tution of  this  State.  So  I  cannot  see  that  any  damage  can 
accrue  from  the  testimony  upon  that  article.  It  could  not 
prejudice  the  testimony  upon  any  other  article. 

It  could  not  affect  his  misconduct  in  office, — the  charges 
affecting  his  official  conduct,  particularly.  I  am  unable  to  see 
why  it  would  damage  the  respondent  more  than  the  people. 
It  would  certainly  tend  to  shorten  this  trial  very  much; 
because,  if  we  are  to  argue  here  upon  every  objection  that  may 
be  made,  and  the  Senate  chamber  is  to  be  cleared,  and  you  to 
deliberate  upon  each  one,  when  in  the  end  you  have  got  to 
deliberate  upon  them  again,  you  waste  time.  The  question  is, 
will  any  injustice  accrue  to  the  people  or  to  the  respondent, 
by  admitting  that  testimony?  These  Senators  are  sitting 
here  as  judges,  not  as  a  Jury.  They  are  to  weigh  this  evidence, 
and  they  will  weigh  it  on  each  article  as  they  come  to  deliber- 
ate upon  it.  It  certainly  would  be  a  very  great  saving  of 
time.  Witnesses  are  here  from  abroad,  detained  at  a  good  deal 
of  expense  and  a  good  deal  of  inconvenience  to  the  public. 
If,  for  instance,  we  present  this  morning  the  testimony  of 
witnesses  from  abroad,  in  regard  to  the  circulation  of  this 
paper,  and  objection  is  made  as  to  the  admissibility  of  it,  then 
follows  a  long  and  tedious  argument  upon  the  construction  of 
that  clause  in  the  Constitution,  what  is  meant  by  crimes  and 
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misdemeanors, — are  they  impeachable  ?  and  the  whole  question 
then  will  have  to  be  argued  again  four  times,  and  perhaps  five, 
in  the  final  close,  because  counsel  would  not  be  contented, 
perhaps, — would  not  be  satisfied,-— to  leave  it  upon  the  decis- 
ion of  the  Senate  at  that  time.  There  may  be  other  testimony 
during  the  trial  bearing  on  it^  I  believe  ifc  would  be  just  as 
damaging  to  the  people  as  to  the  respondent  I  am  handed 
hy  my  colleague  some  authority  upon  that  subject,  perhaps  to 
show  that  the  rules  of  evidence  in  this  tribunal  are  governed 
by  its  own  will,  its  own  idea  of  propriety  and  justice,  and  not 
upon,  any  technical  rules  governing  common-law  proceedings. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  court,  one  of  the  judges,  Mr.  Sumner, 
in  ddivering  the  opinion  upon  the  subject  of  rules  of  evidence, 
says: 

"  From  the  form  of  procedure,  I  pass  to  the  rules  of  evi- 
dence ;  and  here  again  the  Senate  must  avoid  technicalities, 
and  not  allow  any  artificial  rule  to  shut  out  the  truth.  It 
would  allow  no  such  thing  on  the  expulsion  of  a  Senator,— 
how  can  it  allow  any  such  thing  on  the  expulsion  of  the  Presi- 
dent ?  On  this  account  I  voted  to  admit  all  evidence  that  was 
ofi'ered  on  the  trial,  believing  in  tlie  first  place  it  ought  to  be 
heard  and  considered." 

He  lays  down  that  rule  of  evidence  in  delivering  his  opin- 
ion. I  would  shut  out  no  part  of  the  evidence, — hoar  all  the 
facta  in  the  case.  Senators  are  here  to  inquire,  not  whether 
this  man  has  committed  a  crime,  but  whether  his  conduct  has 
been  such  during  his  official  term  as  to  warrant  the  people  in 
keeping  him  there  longer.  It  is  simply  to  turn  him  out  of 
office.  It  is  to  sit  in  judgment  ou  the  case,  and  to  discover 
whether  he  is  worthy  longer  to  fill  that  office, — that  plaee 
where  the  people  have  put  him.  The  people  have  put  him 
there.  The  people,  by  their  representatives,  are  about  to  con- 
sider whether  he  is  worthy  to  remain.  That  is  the  question.  It 
is  not  wli ether  he  is  to  be  incarcerated  in  prison, 
whether  he  is  to  be  deprived  of  his  property, 
whetlier  he  is  to  be  punished  for  crime.    We  have  no  power 
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to  punish  nnder  the  Constitution,  It  ia  simply  an  inquiry 
into  the  facts  iu  the  simplest  form  possible,  to  inquire  whether 
he  is  a  man  of  such  vice  and  immorality  aa  to  render  it  dis- 
graceful to  the  people  of  the  State,  longer  to  continue  him  in 
tliafc  position.  That  is  all.  Now,  then,  will  you  exclude  any 
testimony?  Are  you  not  disposed  to  hear  all  that  maybe 
said  concerning  these  articles  of  impeachment,  and  touching 
the  defense.  May  we  not  say  it  at  once, — have  one  ruling  on 
that,  and  not  have  this  technical  delay — these  lawyers'  quib- 
bles— that  are  to  be  interposed  from  time  to  time  between  the 
administration  of  justice,  and  might  in  this  case,  or  are  you  to 
have  one  decision  ?  It  seems  to  me  it  is  wise  to  have  a  rule. 
I  do  not  comprehend,  perhaps,  all  that  was  contained  in  that. 
I  did  not  understand  the  reading  of  that  rule  to  the  extent 
that  my  brother  Shipman  has  stated, — that  it  let  in  any  and  all 
testimouy,  whether  relevant  or  irrelevant,  but  any  and  ail  tes- 
timony pointing  to  these  articles  in  which  he  is  charged  with 
an  offense  or  offenses, — anything  that  points  to  his  guilt,  or 
tends  to  excuse  him  from  the  acta  charged, — to  show  that  he 
is  guilty  or  not  guilty,  and  not  call  upon  you  now,  in  a  pre- 
liminary motion,  to  construe  that  Conatitufcion  and  say  here 
and  now,  before  the  testimony  is  produced,  whether  the  offenses 
charged  here  are  impeachable  or  not.  We  are  willing  to  con- 
sent to  it ;  and  we  think  it  ia  in  furtherance  of  the  rights  and 
interests  of  the  people,  and  not  prejudicial  to  anybody, — will- 
ing to  open  the  door  wide,  and  the  respondent  by  his  counsel 
has  frequently  af&rmed  upon  this  floor,  that  he  is  willing — 
nay,  he  ia  anxious — to  have  this  matter  investigated.  When  he 
asked  for  a  continuance  here,  it  was  thiit  he  might  make  pre- 
paration to  have  a  full  and  fair  examination. 

In  his  letter  to  the  committee  of  investigation,  he  prayed 
them  to  make  such  disposition  of  the  matter  aa  would  allow 
him  to  come  in  and  show  all  the  facts.  It  is  for  his  benefit  to 
have  all  the  evidence  that  has  any  bearing  on  these  charges 
brought  out,  without  regard  to  objection.  We  are  willing  to 
stand  upon  that  ourselves ;  we  can  see  no  harm  to  the  people. 
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There  is  no  disposition  to  hide  anything  here.  If  he  can  show 
any  excuse  for  his  official  acta  as  charged  here,  the  Managers 
would  be  very  glad  to  have  it  brought  oiit,  without  any  regard 
to  any  technicalities  applicable  to  common-law  proceedingi 
We  are  not  here  to  try  thi?  thing  in  gold  balances.  We  are  to 
see,  substantially,  whether  he  is  guilty,  as  charged,  of  any  or 
all  of  these  ofienses  charged,  and  not  on  every  question  that 
may  be  asked  a  witness,  or  the  introduction  of  a  witness  called 
upon,  to  construe,  over  and  over  again,  that  provision  of  the 
Constitution  all  the  way,  and  then,  if  any  objection  should 
be  made  as  to  the  admissibility  of  evidence  upon  the  last  four 
articles,  as  to  his  private  vices  and  immoralities,  you  have  got 
to  sit  down  and  consider  the  grave  questions,  What  are 
impeachable  offenses  ?  and  then  consider  it  in  the  end. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President:  There  are  no  reasons  that 
have  been  advanced  here  by  tlie  Honorable  Managers,  which 
in  any  degree  change  my  prior  opinion  of  this  matter,  or 
convince  me  that  tliis  will  be  otherwise  than  an  unjust 
measure  to  adopt.  Why  should  we  depart  from  the  ordinary 
rules  in  these  cases,  as  well  as  in  courts  of  law  ? 

Have  they  not  been  wisely  established.  Is  it  not  better  to 
follow  the  old  landmarks,  than  it  is  now  to  depart  from  them 
and  make  new  ones  in  this  hasty  manner  ?  Is  it  not  far  bett«r 
to  follow  the  old  paths  than  to  seek  these  new  and  untrodden 
ones? 

The  object  here  is — or  it  may  ]iot  have  been  the  object — but 
the  result  will  be,  to  adopt  the  rule  as  construed  by  the  Honor- 
able Managers  upon  the  other  side,  to  make  the  Senate  a  sort 
of  reservoir  into  which  they  can  put  all  manner  of  stuff.  They 
can  empty  into  it  such  testimony  as  they  choose, — tlie  state- 
ments of  anybody. 

Now,  the  human  mind,  Mr.  President,  is  not  so  constructed 
that  it  can  receive  anything  without  having  an  impression 
about  it.    It  is  impressed  in  one  way  or  the  otlier. 
If  a  man  swears,  upon  the  witness  stand,  aught  in  regard  to 
34 
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the  reepoadent,  it  affects  the  miuds  of  the  triers,  if  they  are 
human ;  it  prejudices  their  minds  for  or  against  him. 

Now,  anything  that  comes  in,  that  does  not  bear  upon  the 
issue,  they  have  no  right  to  consider  at  all, — none  whatever. 
They  have  no  right  to  be  prejudiced  about  it.  They  have  no 
right  to  allow  a  bias  to  come  into  their  minds  about  it. 

They  are  to  try  him  upon  the  fects  charged,  and  upon  none 
other.  If  there  be  any  testimony  offered  by  the  Managers, 
bearing  directly  or  indirectly, — tending  to  prove  the  facta 
charged,— we  can  not  shut  it  out.  But  he  has  attempted  hero 
to  create,  it  seems  to  me,  a  false  impression  in  the  minds  of  the 
Senate  upon  another  proposition,  and  that  is  in  regard  to  tech- 
nical questions,  quibbling  arguments,  etc. 

I  stated  to  him,  and  I  here  state  to  the  Senate,  that  we  pro- 
pose to  throw  the  doors  wide  open  in  regard  to  all  Land  Office 
proceedings. 

So  far  as  the  other  matters  are  concerned,  outside  of  that, 
we  propose  to  raise  the  question  when  we  come  to  it  at  once, 
and  end  it  there. 

If  we  are  ruled  against,  the  testimony  will  come  in.  If  the 
ruling  shall  be  in  our  favor,  it  will  not  come  in. 

Now  supposing  they  were  to  introduce  testimony  under  the 
8th,  9th  and  11th  articles, — for  we  do  not  propose  to  object  to 
any  testimony  under  the  tenth  at  all,  but  under  these  three 
articles,  testimony  should  come  in  here,  and  then,  as  the 
Honorable  Manager  suggests,  it  should  be  left  to  the  triers 
afterwards  to  determine  and  settle  the  questions  of  law,  and  of 
fact, — would  they  not  have  a  bearing  upon  the  case, 

Furthermore,  the  respondent  himself  is  here  basing  his 
defense,  perhaps,  on  that, — upon  the  law.  Having  confidence 
in  the  law,  he  wouid  not  introduce  any  counter-proof. 

I  pronounce  some  of  the  terms  there  and  charges  to  be 
absolutely  without  foundation ;  and  I  rest  the  whole  upon  the 
law. 

Upon  this  matter  I  would  not  take  up  tiie  time  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  introducing  evidence.      What  would  gentlemen  say? 
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What  would  they  naturally  say  ?  Perhaps,  after  all,  this  party 
is  guilty  of  the  act;  and  we  should  do  substantial  justice, 
perhaps,  by  holding  the  rale  that  way. 

Theee  things  all  leave  their  influence  upon  men.  They  will 
look  at  matters  somewhat  as  they  hear, — lawyers  will, — every- 
body wilL 

We  only  seek  to  do  what  all  courts  have  done ;  all  courts  of 
impeachment;  all  courts  where  offenses  are  tried,  namely,  to 
wit:  the  testimony  that  shall  be  introduced;  that  which 
should  go  in  here,  and  that  which  should  not. 

The  remark  of  Mr.  Sumner,  in  the  Andrew  Johnson  trial, 
is  laid  down  very  broadly. 

I  do  not  wish  the  Senate  to  prejudge  that  question.  It  is  in 
exact  opposition,  as  I  understand,  to  the  position  taken  by  the 
first  Manager  yesterday,  in  his  opening  address  in  this  case ; 
and  we  shall  endeavor  to  settle  that  rule  before  we  get  through, 
and  also  to  settle  what  are  the  matters  to  be  tried  here. 

It  is  said  that  he  is  not  here  to  be  tried  for  crimes, — that  it 
is  a  sort  of  proceeding  in  which  the  Senate  are  to  be  governed 
by  no  laws.  They  are  as  lawless  as  the  savages  in  the  matter. 
In  other  words  they  have  no  rules  to  guide  them.  That  may 
be  so,  but  I  do  not  believe  it.    We  do  not  concede  it, 

I  ask  the  Senate  not  to  pass  upon  that  matter, — to  leave  that 
question.  That  is  not  the  question  here ; — we  do  not  wish  to 
he  prejudiced  upon  that. 

The  question  simply  is,  whether  we  shall  be  governed  by  the 
usual  rules  in  this  case ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  every  reason 
that  governs  courts  will  in  this  matter  apply  with  equal  force 
to  this. 

The  question  that  will  arise  upon  these  last  articles,  is  one 
that  we  shall  raise  and  discuss.  It  will  probably  be  about  the 
only  question  that  really  will  arise  in  the  discussion  of  the  tes- 
timony at  all. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  he  frightened  by  any  statements 
of  that  kind.  We  have  got  to  use  some  little  sense  in  this 
matter.    We  do  not  propose  to  weary  the  Senate  by  objections; 
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we  know  the  effect  of  so  doing.  This  matter  ia  to  be  iuvesti- 
gated,  whether  we  will  or  whether  we  will  not.  We  know  that 
it  ia  to  be  investigated,  and  it  is  to  our  interest — to  say  noth- 
ing about  jour  right— to  have  the  trial  proceed  speedily,  and 
without  quibbles,  or  unnecessary  objections  on  our  part. 

We  shall  raise  no  objection,  without,  in  our  view,  it  has  real 
merit.  And  I  cannot  now  see,  although  I  know  not  what  may 
arise,  any  occasion  to  raise  objections,  except  upon  the  one 
point  which  we  have  mentioned, 

If  evidence  be  introduced  here  on  these  three  articles,  then 
we  must  introduce  our  evidence  against  them,  must  we  not? 
We  have  seen  how  unwilling  Senators  were  to  judge  upon  the 
■question  without  some  discussion  before  them. 

Whatever  the  law  may  be  as  a  matter  of  safety,  we  would  be 
compelled  to  introduce  testimony  upon  the  vast  amount  of 
stuff  here  which  was  irrelevant  and  ought  not  to  be  in  the 
■case.  Now,  I  hope — earnestly  hope — that  the  rules  B-ill  not 
be  departed  from. 

Lawyers  cannot  know  how  to  try  cases  with  the  doors 
thrown  open  in  that  manner ;  it  ia  a  new  way  to  try  a  case.  I 
never  knew  a  case  to  be  so  tried  where  there  was  a  jury. 

It  is  true  that  upon  certain  specific  things  testimony  is  some- 
times introduced  before  a  judge,  by  comment,  and  only  by 
comment,  and  afterwards  the  court  may  rule  upon  it.  It  is 
sometimes  received  under  a  formal  objection  and  afterwards 
ruled  upon,  and  not  by  comment;  but  if  you  insist  upon  a 
ruling  at  the  time  the  testimony  is  introduced,  I  do  not  know 
that  any  court  would  consider  that  they  had  a  right  to  depart 
from  the  practice  in  such  cases. 

Seek  ye  the  old  paths.  In  that  path  we  respectfully  ask  the 
Senate  to  keep,  and  not  adopt  this  rule. 

Mr.  McGowun^Mr.  President :  I  only  meant  to  add  a  word. 

The  order  which  is  now  pending  before  the  Senate,  if  it 
means  anything,  means  to  enlarge  the  rule  of  evidence  as  we 
have  it  in  the  courts. 
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Now  it  is  conceded  on  the  part  of  the  counsel  for  the 
respondent,  that  whatever  ia  relevant,  either  immediately  or 
indirectly,  to  the  issue  before  the  court,  we  are  willing  to  admit 
in  evidence. 

If  I  nnderstand  the  Hon.  Manager,  that  is  all  that  is  claimed 
on  the  part  of  the  Managers ;  that  whatever  may  have  any 
bearing  npon  the  issue  as  it  is  finally  joined  before  the  court, 
may  come  in  here ;  but  I  say  in  one  specific  thing,  it  may  work 
a  great  hardship  to  the  respondent,  and  I  simply  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senators  to  that  one  thing. 

The  Senate  does  not  wish  to  keep  this  defendant  here  to 
examine  into  a  matter  on  which  they  have  no  right  to  pass.and 
over  which  they  have  no  jurisdiction.  They  do  not  care  to  do 
that. 

Suppose,  for  instance,  that  the  Honorable  Managers  on 
behalf  of  the  House  had  charged  us  with  crimes  entirely  out- 
side of  our  official  conduct,  and  outside  of  any  time  that  they 
could  possibly  have  entered  into  the  investigation;  suppose 
they  had  gone  back  to  the  very  childhood  of  this  respondent, 
and  charged  him  with  an  offense  which  he  committed  when  a 
a  mere  lad,  would  the  Senate  sit  here  and  hear  evidence  con- 
cerning it,  and  then  decide  afterwards,  with  regard  to  the  law 
and  the  fact  ?  Then  suppose  we  are  able  to  show,  Senators, 
when  this  question  arises,  with  regard  to  tlie  crimes  that  are 
now  charged  against  this  respondent  ouiside  of  his  official 
conduct,  clearly  to  the  mind  of  the  whole  body — this  whole 
court — that  these  are  offenses  over  which  they  have  no  juris- 
diction ;  then  have  we  not  shortened  this  trial  ?  Have  we  not 
cut  out  from  the  proceedings  here,  all  testimony  irrelevant 
thereto,  and  is  it  not  shortened  by  so  much  time  ?  And  does 
it  make  any  difference  to  the  Senators  whether  they  hear  that 
discussion  now,  or  hear  it  a  week  from  now  ? 

Those  questions  have  been  asked  directly  to  this  Senate,  on 
behalf  of  the  respondent,  whether  tliey  will  hear  testimony 
under  these  articles. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me,  if  I  understand  the  scope  of  the  order 
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that  is  now  pending,  that  it  will  be  to  admit  testimony  upon 
everything  that  is  contained  in  the  articles  of  impeachment ; 
and  that  upon  everything  that  is  offered  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
cussion.   It  means  that,  or  it  means  nothing. 

There  is  no  need  of  adopting  the  rale,  unless  it  is  some 
change  of  the  rule  of  evidence  laid  down  in  eonrts,  for  that 
will  be  the  rule  that  will  maintain  if  this  rule  is  not  adopted. 

If  it  is  to  broaden  the  rule  at  all,  how  much  does  it  broaden 
it  ?  If  it  broadens  it,  it  seems  to  mo  that  it  must  be  plain, 
Mr.  President,  to  every  member  of  the  Senate,  that  it  may 
work  a  great  hardship  to  this  respondent  in  that  regard. 

We  have  depended,  as  we  felt  we  had  a  right  to  depend,  upon 
what  we  honestly  believed  to  be  the  law  in  this  case,  and  have 
prepared  ourselves  accordingly. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  question  is  upon  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  the  First.  Is  the  Senate  ready  for 
the  question. 

Mr.  Wheeler — Upon  that  proposition  I  ask  the  ayes  and 
nays. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  will  be  necessary  to  take  the  ayes 
and  nays  under  the  rules,  without  any  motion. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  Mr.  Romeyn  did  not  vote. 

Mr.  Moffatt  moved  that  Senator  Romeyn  he  excused  from 
voting. 

The  motion  was  not  agreed  to,  and  Mr,  Romeyn  voted  No. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Romeyn  was  not  adopted. 

Mr.  Moffatt — Mr.  President:  I  would  like  to  have  read  at 
the  Secretary's  desk,  Rule  XVII. 

The  Secretary  read  the  rule,  as  follows: 

"  All  preliminary  or  interlocutory  questions,  and  all  motions, 
may  be  argued  for  not  exceeding  thirty  minutes  on  each  side, 
imless  the  Senate,  by  order,  extend  the  time." 

Mr.  Moffatt— I  offer  the  following : 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  instracted  to 
cause  to  be  forwarded  to  each  newspaper  published  in  the 
State,  to  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  and  circuit  courts,  and 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  371 

county  clerks,  the  daily  journals  of  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a 
Conrt  of  Impeachment  for  the  trial  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds, 
and  of  the " Impeachment  Proceedings;'' 
Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Gentleman  Managers  upon  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives :  You  will  now  proceed  in 
support  of  your  articles  of  impeachment.  Senators  will  give 
their  attention, 

Mr.  Shipman— Mr.  Preeident,  before  the  Managers  proceed, 
I  wish  to  raise  one  proposition  here,  not  to  take  up  any  time, 
but  I  want  to  state  the  position  we  are  in.  I  saw  the  Managers 
this  morning,  and  stated  to  them  the  facts  in  the  case,  and 
now  propose  to  state  them  to  the  Senate,  and  wished  to  know 
what  they  intended  to  do.  A  resolution  was  submitted  here  yes- 
terday— or  a  proposition,  rather — containing  three  questions 
upon  which  we  asked  the  ruling  of  the  Senate  without  argu- 
ment. They  were  referred  back  and  declined.  I  think  they 
declined  to  act  upon  the  questions  until  they  should  he  raised 
upon  the  introduction  of  testimony,  and  then  they  were  laid 
upon  the  table,  I  presume  and  suppose  that  of  course  the 
object  was  to  hear  argument  upon  these  propositions,  and  the 
question  really  is  an  important  one;  and  the  precedent  to 
be  established  should  be  a  correct  one.  I  suppose  that  was 
the  reason  of  Senators'  taking  that  course  with  the  propo- 
sition. It  now  lies  upon  the  table.  I  understand  it  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  Managers  to  introduce  testimony  this 
morning  upon  one  or  two  articles,  —  Articles  VIH  and 
IX,  I  think,— one  or  both  of  them,  and  I  ask  this  of  the 
Senate,  that  they  do  not  introduce  testimony  under  them 
this  morning,  as  I  requested  then  that  they  would  not,  until 
we  had  a  little  time  to  prepare  upon  it.  IVe  are  not  ready  upon 
that  question,  and  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
that  fact,  that  when  we  asked  for  this  adjournment,  ive  asked 
it  until  the  15th  of  May.  We  stated  that  the  way  the  case 
appeared  to  us,  we  thought  we  could  not  be  ready  before  that 
time.    The  difficulties  that  were  in  front  of  us,  we  did  not  so 
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folly  appreciate  as  we  have  since.  Certainly,  we  have  worked 
feithfully  and  liard  in  this  matter,  and  have  got  such  things 
ready  as  we  could;  but  we  are  not  ready  for  the  trial  now: 
but  we  do  not  propose  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way ;  we 
propose  to  go  right  on  with  the  trial.  We  only  ask  that  you 
may,  if  the  Managers  will  not,  grant  this  favor  to  ua :  that  yon 
will  exercise  the  power  which  resides  in  the  Senate,  aa  to 
directing  them  as  to  the  order  of  proof.  This  is  what  we  ask, 
and  this  only.  In  other  words,  that  no  evidence  shall  he 
admitted  under  these  articles  until,  say,  to-morrow  moroing; 
I  will  endeavor  to  get  ready  by  that  time,  even  if  I  have  to 
work  all  night  to  do  it.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  think 
I  can  pledge  my  brother,  that  we  will  faithfully  endeavor  to  he 
ready  by  that  time;  but  we  are  not  i-eady  this  morning;  and 
we  therefore  hope  that  no  evidence  may  he  received  under 
these  articles.  As  to  all  other  matters  under  the  ninth,  or  any 
of  the  articles  except  the  three,  we  will  raise  no  objection  at 
all;  and  this  is  simply  to  defer  the  testimony  that  may  he 
introduced  under  these,  or  the  evidence  that  will  be  sought  to 
be  introduced,  until  we  shall  have  time  to  present  the  matter 
to  the  Senate. 

The  Presiding  OlBcer — There  is  no  question  before  the 
Senate,  and  until  there  is  objection  we  will  hear  discussion 
upon  the  request  made  by  the  council  for  the  respondent. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mi-.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  take 
up  any  time  if  there  is  no  question.  There  is  no  occasion  for 
getting  up  an  argument.  If  we  can  proceed,  that  is  all  we 
desire.  If  they  propose  to  act  upon  the  suggestioo,  I  have 
something  to  say.  If  we  arc  to  he  at  liberty  to  introduce  our 
witnesses  now,  I  do  not  care  to  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the 
gentlemen  at  all. 

The  Presiding  Oflicer^Tiic  Chair  cannot  assume  to  stiitu 
what  will  be  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Manager  Qrosvener— Mr.  President,  we  offer  them  the 
first  witness,  Prank  II.  Kirk.  We  ask  that  he  may  be  sworn 
and  examined. 
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Mr,  Shipman — I,  of  course,  do  not  Icnoiv  npon  which  point 
they  offer  him,  but  as  aoon  as  I  can  write  this  request  and  get 
it  in  form  before  the  Senate,  I  will  present  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Manager  will  delay  one  moment, 
and  let  the  counsel  prepare  his  motion. 

Mr.  Shipman — The  respondent  moves  that  no  evidence  be 
received  under  the  eighth,  ninth,  and  eleventh  articles  before 
to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  sent  to  the  Secretary's  desk  and  read. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  Honorable  Managers  wish  to 
be  heard  npon  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President:  The  counsel  for  the 
respondent,  thus  far  in  this  trial,  has  been  a  great  stickler  for 
precedents,  and  has  insisted  strenuously  that  we  should  not 
depart  from  the  old  pathways  and  the  old  landmarks.  !Now  I 
don't  know  of  any  rule  in  court  by  which  it  shall  be  decided 
upon  what  count  in  a  declaration,  or  in  an  indictment,  the 
plaintiff,  or  the  people's  attorney,  or  the  prosecuting  attorney, 
as  the  case  may  he,  shall  not  proceed  with  his  testimony,  I 
understand  the  rule  to  he,  when  parties  come  into  court  for 
trial,  if  they  do  not  make  application  and  get  a  continuance 
of  the  case  upon  a  proper  showing,  that  they  are  expected  to 
be  ready  for  the  trial  of  the  case.  And  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
be  an  extraordinary  power,  for  the  Senate  to  say  upon  what 
particular  articles  of  this  impeachment  we  should  introduce 
our  evidence  first. 

Now,  I  suppose  it  is  fair  to  presume  that  the  counsel  for  the 
reapoudent,  when  they  come  to  their  defense,  know  what  part 
of  their  defense  it  is  best  for  thom  to  present  first,  and  that 
this  Court  will  not  interfere  with  their  mode  of  procedure,  pro- 
viding they  proceed  according  to  law,  and  I  say  the  same  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  this  case  by  the  Managers.  I 
apprehend  you  will  not  say  to  ns  where  we  shall  commence, 
and  that  yon  cannot  judge.  You  are  presumed  not  to  know 
anything  about  this  case, — not  to  have  investigated  it, — not  to 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


274  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

know  tlie  facts.  You  have  come  here  somewhat  like  a  piece  of 
blank  paper,  to  be  -Hritten  upon.  And  that  how  we  should 
commeuee,  what  wifcnesse.-'  we  should  first  swear,  seems  to  me 
must  be  left  entirely  within  the  discretion  of  the  Managers  ; 
and  we  submit  that  we  are  ready  this  morning,  upon  Artielea 
VHI  and  IS,  to  introduce  our  proof.  Our  witnesses  are 
here. 

Upon  the  other  matters,  our  witnesses  are  not  all  of  them 
here, — not  as  we  desire  to  have  them  sworn.  Tliey  are  not 
present  to  be  introduced,  and  we  say  that  there  is  no  precedent 
— there  is  no  rule  in  court — that  will  say  in  what  order  testi- 
mony shall  be  introduced.  It  is  left  to  the  parties  themselves, 
and  we  claim  that  we  have  the  right  here.  That  is  all  we  ask 
in  regard  to  the  matter. 

This  case  has  been  continued  for  the  purpose  of  preparing 
for  this  trial.  "We  are  ready  to  proceed  and  we  claim  we  hare 
a  right  to  proceed  in  our  own  way,  so  far  as  the  introduction 
of  the  witnesses  is  concerned,  and  after  we  have  closed  our 
case,  we  claim  that  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  would  have 
the  same  right,  and  we  submit  to  Senators  that  if  the  rule  ia 
good  in  one  case,  it  is  good  in  the  other;  and  we  Insist  that 
the  rule  be  carried  out  and  that  we  be  allowed  to  proceed  with 
our  testimony. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
not  asking  anything  unreasonable  in  this  matter;  the  Senate 
are  aware  of  the  amount  of  work  that  we  have  had  thrown 
upon  us,  and  we  have  not  had  the  assistance  even  in  the  mat- 
ter that  we  expected  to  have,  and  I  can  state  that  we  have 
been  really  overworked  to  get  as  fully  prepared  as  we  are,  and 
we  depended  upon  making  some  preparation  to  meet  the  mat- 
ters that  might  come  out  upon  the  trial  as  the  trial  progressed. 
I  regret  now  that  I  must  take  up  these  few  minutes  even  in 
raising  this  question  before  the  Senate.  The  question  involved 
there  we  will  now  submit  to  the  Senate  without  argument,  as 
we  offered  to  do  yesterday.  If  you  desire  to  pass  a  point  we 
will  make  again  the  same  offer  that  we  did  yesterday,  and  snb- 
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mit  to  the  ruling.  I  suppose,  however,  that  as  the  question  ia 
reaJly  an  important  one,  yon  wish  to  make  a  right  decision, 
and  that  was  the  object  in  sending  it  baek  here, — the  ques- 
tion being,  what  are  impeachable  offenses?  Now,  it  is  certain- 
ly an  important  question,  and  the  Senate  of  this  State  should 
desire  to  make  a  right  decision,  and,  therefore,  to  be  able  to 
do  BO,  that  the  matter  should  be  presented  to  them.  We  can- 
not do  it  this  morning,  and  we  ask  you  to  exercise  a  power 
that  is  beyond  all  question  in  you  and  leave  this  matter  upon 
the  table,  where  it  ia  now,  until  to-morrow  morning.  Strictly,  I 
Buppose,  that  the  offer  having  been  introduced,  testimony  under 
the  articles  would  be  oat  of  order,  so  long  as  that  mQtion  is  upon 
the  table.  Perhaps  I  am  wrong  in  this.  The  Senate  will 
understand  that  matter  better  than  I.  I  hope  that  it  may  be 
allowed,  and  we  will  take  up  the  question  to-morrow  morning 
as  rapidly  as  possible  and  dispose  of  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Groavenor— Mr,  President,  to  my  mind  this 
begging  position  on  the  part  of  the  respondent's  counsel  at 
this  state  of  the  trial  is  extraordinary.  On  the  eleventh  or 
twelfth  day  of  March  these  articles  of  impeachment  were 
filed— 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  (interrupting) — April. 

Mr.  Manager  GroBvenor — April,  I  would  say— counsel 
asked  time  to  prepare.  These  articles  were  then  as  plain  and 
aa  prominent  as  they  ai-e  now,  and  the  great  question,  the 
grave  question  involved,  must  have  been  suggested  to  his 
mind  then  as  plainly  as  now.  The  gentleman  submitted  hia 
resolutions  here  yesterday,  asking  the  Senate  to  decide  it 
without  argument.  Now  it  is  very  strange,  to  my  mind, 
that  learned  counsel  come  into  this  matter,  after  the  time 
given,  and  say  they  are  not  prepared  to  argue  the  main  and 
principal  question  of  law  in  this  case.  Upon  the  question  of 
courtesy  the  Managers  would  have  been  very  willing  to  have 
granted  this  request  this  morning,  had  we  deemed  it  possible 
to  do  so.  We  had  these  witnesses  to  prove  this  case  in  attend- 
ance yesterday.    They  are  foreign  witnesses ;  they  are  ofBcera 
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of  the  United  States;  they  are  kept  here  with  a  good  deal  of 
expense  and  a  good  deal  of  trouble,  and  I  stated  to  the  gentle- 
man, Mr.  Shipman,  when  he  made  this  request  this  moraing, 
I  will  agree,  or  we  will  agree,  that  this  testimony  affecting  this 
paper  "  Every  Wednesday  Night,"  shall  he  put  iu, — it  may  be 
put  in  tinder  objections, — and  let  these  witnesses  go  home,  and 
then  we  will  introduce  no  other  testimony  upon  all  the  other 
articles  involving  immorality  until  you  can  have  time 
to  prepare  if  you  so  desire.  We  are  compelled  to  present 
these  witnesses  to  the  Senate  this  morning  or  not  at  all. 
We  supposed  that  these  witnesses  would  occupy  a  portion 
of  the  day.  We^re  not  prepared  to  present  testimony  upon  any 
otJier  article.  We  make  the  same  offer  to  the  gentleman  now, 
that  testimony  may  he  presented  under  any  and  all  exceptions 
that  they  may  wish  to  make  upon  the  trial,  or  upon  the  argu- 
ment, and  we  will  postpone  the  testimony  upon  the  other 
articles,  where  the  witnesses  are  here  and  we  can  get  them. 
These  witnesses  are  living  out  of  the  State,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  prove  this  by;  one  is  a  postmaster,  and  one  is  a  United 
States  officer  connected  with  the  revenue  department;  and 
they  are  kept  here  with  a  good  deal  of  trouble  and  a  good  deal 
of  expense.  We  want  their  testimony  iu  here,  and  let  them 
go  home.  We  think  it  cannot  prejudice  him,  and  we  trust 
that  the  Seuate  will  not  enforce  upon  us  this  extraordinary 
rule- 
Mr.  Shipman— As  the  motion  remains  I  merely  say  this  in 
reply,  that  I  stated  to  the  Managers  this  morning  that  if  these 
witnesses  had  got  to  go  home,  that  we  wonld  tnke  their  testi- 
mony, after  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  before  any  officer, 
informally,  and  then,  if  it  should  be  ruled  to  he  proper  here  by 
the  Senate,  it  could  he  brought  before  them.  And  as  to  the 
other  remark  of  the  Honorable  Manager  I  don't  think  is  nee- 
essary  for  me  to  reply. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  llie  motion 
made  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent.  Are  you  ready  for 
the  question  ? 
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Mr.  Eomeyn — I  tion't  think  I  quite  understand  the  form  of 
the  question.    Is  it  that  time  should  be  granted  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  motion. 

The  Secretary  read  the  motion. 

The  motion  did  not  prevail. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Gentleman  Managers  will  pro- 
ceed. 

TESTIMONY  OF  FRANCIS   H.  KIRK, 

Francis  H.  Kirk,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Bepreseutativea,  testi- 
fied as  foHows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Question.  Mr.  Kirk;  where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  Now  in  Michigan,  sir  ?  formerly  in  Laporte. 

Q,  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds? 

A,  I  have  heard  him  spoken  of  by  that  name. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  tbat  table,  and  say  whether  you  recog- 
nize any  gentleman  at  tbat  table, — the  first  three  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Which  one  do  you  recognize  as  having  seen  before  ? 

A.  The  one  at  the  end  of  the  tiiblo  [Mr.  Edmonds]. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  him  ? 

A.  At  Laporte. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances  did  you  first  see  him,  and 
when  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President :  We  beg  leave  now  to  inter- 
pose an  objection  to  this  testimony.  I  suppose  sitflicient  of 
it  has  been  developed  to  make  it  appear  now  to  the  Court  upon 
which  article  the  testimony  is  sought  to  be  introduced, — I 
suppose  upon  the  ninth  article;  and  upon  this  objection  we 
wish  to  be  heard,-;— though  not  prepared  we  still  desire  to  be 
heard.  I  will  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  until  I  can 
simply  go  to  the  library  and  get  one  or  two  books  and  a  mem- 
orandum that  I  have  there,  and  present  ifc  as  best  we  may. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — The  counsel  can  tate  time  to  get  all 
the  anthorities  which  he  desires. 

[Mr.  Shipman  retired  from  the  Senate  chamber  and  Boon 
after  returned  and  took  his  place  within  the  bat.] 

The  Presiding  Officer — Are  the  counsel  ready  to  proceed? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr,  President,  we  could  not  take  up  the 
questions  involved  here  and  do  justice  to  them  in  the  time  we 
have  this  morning,  and  I  do  not  suppose  the  Senate  would 
wish  them  to  be  submitted  unless  they  were  properly  pre- 
sented. I  have  consulted  with  the  Managers  and  they  propose 
to  introduce  testimony,  if  we  will  consent  now,  out  of  the 
State,  and  one  witness  in  the  State. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — One  or  two,  perhaps  Mr,  Baker 
to  a  single  point  connected  with  these  two  articles. 

Mr.  Shipman — Yes ;  as  to  the  paper  and  envelope,  to  dis- 
tribute the  paper  and  to  let  them  come  in  under  that  objec- 
tion and  save  our  rights  to  object  afterwards ;  and  we  think  it 
ia  better  to  take  that  course. 

The  Presiding  Officer — You  may  proceed. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  saw  him  first  at  Laporte. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  The  ninth  of  April,  I  think. 

Q,  About  the  ninth  of  April  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  ninth  of  March  or  April ;  was  it  at  that  time  ? 

A.  March. 

Q.  You  wish  to  correct  that  then.    It  was  March  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  what  place  in  Laporte  ? 

A.  At  the  Merrill  House, 

Q,  Were  you  engaged  and  connected  with  the  hotel  ? 

A.  I  was,  sir. 

Q,  In  what  capacity  ? 

A.  Clerk. 
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Q.  Will  you  state  whetber  the  respondent  entered  his  name 
there  or  entered  any  name  in  tlie  register  ? 

A.  I  did  not  see  tbe  gentleman  write  hia  name.  He  called 
for  a  room ;  I  asked  what  name,  and  he  pointed  to  a  name 
that  was  registered. 

Q.  You  asked  liim  for  his  name,  and  he  pointed  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  look  upon  that.     [Piece  of  paper.] 

A.  That  is  the  name,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  name  he  pointed  to  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  name  of  Churlos  A.  Edmonds  registered  that 
morning,  that  day — his  arrival,  on  your  register  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  of  his  business  there  ? 

A,  Well,  very  little,  sir. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  of  his  business  there  ? 

A,  He  called  for  a  room.  I  assigned  him  a  room.  I  was 
quite  busy,  and  he  engaged  the  services  of  a  boy  to  help  him 
fold  some  papers. 

Q.  Called  for  that,  did  he  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  hoy  did  you  assign  him? 

A.  Mr,  Merrill's,  one  of  Mr.  Merrill's  sons. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  Addison  Merrill,  I  think. 

Q.  Son  of  the  proprietor  ? 

A.  Son  of  the  proprietor,  air. 

Q.  Do  yon  recognize  that  paper  [paper  previously  shown 
witness]  as  being  a  part  of  your  register  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Will  you  state  how  it  came  to  be  cut  out  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Or  who  cut  it  out  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  recognize  that  as  tlie  signature  ehowu  70U  by  hira  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  remain  ? 

A.  I  think  he  left  in  the  afternoon,  soon  after  dinner 

Q.  Of  the  same  day  he  arrived? 

A.  Of  the  same  day. 

Q.  Ill  what  direction  did  he  go  ? 

A.  I  eoiild  not  say,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  indn  he  took? 

A,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  ^bont  that  gentleman  sitting  there 
[pointing  to  Mr,  Edmonds]  being  the  man  ? 

A.  S"o,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  see  any  papers  which  he  had  or  left  in  his  room  ? 

A.  I  saViT  one  in  the  afternoon,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  it  ? 

A.  It  is  my  custom  always  to  go  through  the  house  in  the 
afternoon,  to  see  that  the  rooms  are  in  a  proper  shape,  and  in 
that  room,  at  the  foot  of  the  bed,  there  lay  one  of  those 
papers. 

Q.  Would  yon  recognize  tho  paper  if  you  saw  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  that  is  the  paper  or  one  like  it.  [Paper 
shown  witness.] 

A.  This  is  like  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  that  pa[K'r  ? 

A.  I  simply  took  it  to  the  office.  I  paid  very  little  atteution 
to  it.  It  was  in  tho  office  there  for  several  days :  what  became 
of  it,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  had  no  conversation  with  him  about  these  papers? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  stated  all  you  know  in  regard  to  his  coming 
there  and  going  away,  and  the  transaction  ? 

A.  Yos,  air. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — Have  the  connsel  for  the  respondent 
any  questions  to  put  to  the  witness  ? 
Mr.  lIcGowan — No  questions, 

TESTIMOHS    OF    ADDISON    MEEHILI.. 

Addison  Merrill,  a  witness  produced,  sworii,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  hehalf  of  the  House  of  Eepresentativea,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.    Where  do  you  live  ? 

Anawt^r.    In  Laporte,  Indiana. 

Q.  What  is  your  fatlier's  name  ? 

A.  Carlos  Merrill, 

Q.  What  is  his  business  i' 

A.  Keeping  hotel. 

Q.  What  hotel  does  he  keep  ? 

A.  The  Merrill  House. 

Q.  Were  yoii  there  in  March  last  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  wore  at  homo  then  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  see  that  fjentlcman  sitting  at  the  table  on 
the  right  ?     [Mr.  Edmonds.] 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q-  Which  oue  ? 

A.  The  one  on  that  sido,     [Pointing  to  Mr.  Edmonds.] 

Q.  Where  did  yon  see  him  first  ? 

A.  In  the  office. 

Q.  In  what  office  'i 

A.  The  MeiTill  House  office. 

Q,  Did  you  have  any  talk  icith  him  there  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  do  anythiug  for  Iiim  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  ? 

A.  Folded  papers. 
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Q.  What  papers  ?    [Paper  showo  witness.] 

A.  Some  of  that  kind  of  papers. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  see  one  like  that  hefore  ? 

A.  Yes,  fdr. 

Q.  You  helped  him  fold  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  fold  them  ?    Fold  them  up  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  put  them  Into  wrappers  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  kind  of  wrappers?  Were  they  Qovernment  envel- 
opes, Government  wrappers  ? 

[The  witness  made  no  response  to  this  question.] 

Q.  Just  tell  us  what  you  did  there;  what  yon  did  for  him? 

A.  I  folded  papers  for  him,  and  afterwards  I  carried  them  ; 
I  helped  him  put  them  into  a  basket  and  carry  them  down  to 
the  postoffice. 

Q.  How  many  did  you  fold  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  many  I  folded  alone;  me  and  him 
folded  together  two  basketsfnl, — bushel  basketsfnl. 

Q.  Two  bushel  baaketsful  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  addressed  on  the  hack  ?  Were  those  enyelopea 
addressed  ? — any  names  written  upon  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? 

A.  Put  them  in  the  money  safe  after  we  took  them  down 
■to  the  postoffice. 

Q.  Delivered  them  to  the  postoffice  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  over  there  and  received  them  ? 

A.  That  man  over  there  [Mr,  Prazer]  received  one  basketful. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  his  name  is  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  name, — Mr.  Frazer  ? 

A.  Yea. 
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Q.  How  came  you  to  assist  him  ? 

A.  The  clerk,  he  sent  a  boy  in  there  to  tell  me, — to  our 
room. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  bargain  with  this  gentleman  about 
what  he  should  pay  you? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  whether  he  eliould  pay  you  anything  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  promise  to  pay  you  anything? 

A.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  pay  yon  anything  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? 

A.  Fifty  cents. 

Q.  Did  he  pay  you  that  before  yon  began  or  after  the  work 


A.  No,  sir ;  after  it  was  finished, 

Q.  Are  you  sure  they  were  papers  like  that  you  hold  in  your 
hand? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Just  such  papers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  see  about  it  that  makes  you  think  so  ? 

A.  I  see  them  pictures  to  it.     I  know  these  are  the  ones. 

Q.  You  think  that  is  the  one  ?  How  long  were  you  engaged 
putting  up  those  papers  ? 

A,  Two  hours — about  two. 

Q.  Who  helped  you  ? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  Anybody  else  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  makes  you  think  that  is  the  man  ? 

A.  He  only  had  one  arm. 

Q.  Well,  is  there  anything  else  about  him  that  makes  you 
remember  him  ?~any  doubt  about  this  being  the  man  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  liis  being  the  man  wbom  yon 
helped  put  the  papers  np?    Do  you  know  tliat  he  is  the  nuuif 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Sure  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  Now,  can  you  tell  us  when,  about  the  time  of  the  month 
that  was  ?    Do  you  know  the  date, — wliat  time  in  March  ? 

A.  I  have  forgot. 

Q.  Was  lie  ever  there  but  one  time  that  you  know  ? 

A.  Only  there  one  time  that  I  know. 

Q.  And  this  was  the  time  that  yon  referred  to  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  anything  more  definite  about  the  time  ? 
Abont  how  long  ago  it  was  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q,  Do  yofi  remember  whether  it  was  in  March  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  don't. 

Q.  Don't  remember  the  month. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  is  all. 

Mr.  McG-owan — That  is  all. 

TESTIMONY   OP  G.  J.   tKAZER. 

G.  J.  Frazer,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Qnestion-JMr.  Frazer,  wbei-o  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — At  Laporte,  Indiana, 

Q.  What  is  your  business,  and  occupation  ? 

A.  Assistant  Postmaster. 

Q.  At  that  place  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  yon  there  in  March  last !' 

A.  I  was,  sir. 

Q.  During  that  time,  in  the  month  of  March,  did  yon  ever 
see  the  gentleman  sitting  at  that  table,  called  Mr.  Edmonda  ? 
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A.  I  baYG  every  reason  to  believe,  sir,  tliat  I  saw  that  gen- 
tleman. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt, 

Q.  Under  what  eirenmstauces  did  you  see  him  first  ? 

A,  I  saw  him  but  once,  for  a  moment,  when  assisted  by  this 
boy  by  the  name  of  Merrill — 

Q.  [Interrupting.]  The  boy  that  has  just  left  the  stand  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    He  came  to  the  ofSce  and  mailed  those  papers. 

Q.  What  papers  ? 

A.  Came  to  the  office  and  handed  me  a  large  basketful  of 
papers,  which  were  these. 

Q.  That  paper?     [Paper  shown  witness.] 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  present  ? 

A.  In  the  office  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  The  postmaster  and  another  cleri;  were  in  the.ofBce  at 
the  time. 

Q.  Who  received  the  papers  ? 

A.  I  received  the  papers,  one  basketful. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  papers  deposited  of  the  same  kind 
by  him  ? 

A.  There  were  two  basketsful  deposited;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  same  time  ? 

A.  Within  a  few  raiuutea  of  each  other. 

Q.  Was  the  respondent  present  at  both  times  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say,  sir.    I  saw  him  but  once. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  those  papers  were  addressed,  and  how 
they  were  done  up  ? 

A.  The  papers  were  done  up  in  Gfovemment  wrappers, 
stamped  wrappers ;  the  words  "  Lansing,  Michigan,"  were 
printed  on  a  great  number  of  the  wrappers ;  "  Honse  of  Repre- 
sentatives "  and  the  "  Senate,"  I  think, — "  The  Ilouse  of 
Representatives"  I  am  sure  was  printed  also  on  a  number  of 
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the  wrappers.  The  pei'son'a  address  was  written  above  that,  I 
thiob,  in  pencil. 

Q.  Do  jou  recollect  whether  they  were  addressed  to  any 
other  persons  than  the  House  of  Representatires  and  Senate? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  A  great  number  of  them  were  addressed  to 
parties  residing  at  Lansing.  That  was  the  address,  "  Lansing, 
Michigan," 

Q.  Of  all  Ihe  papers  ? 

A.  1  could  not  say  as  to  all  of  them.  All  that  I  noticed 
were  coming  to  the  State  of  Michigan ;  not  all  of  them  to 
Lansing,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  other  places  in  the  State  besides 
Lansing? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Then  they  were  addressed  to  persons  residing  in  different 
parts  of  the  State  than  Lansing? 

A.  I  recollect  of  seeing  that  there  was  some  other  names, 
but  all  I  noticed  "  The  State  of  Michigan  "  was  on  the  wrap- 
per, althongh  I  am  positive  that  they  were  not  all  coming  to 


Q.  What  became  of  those  papers?  What  did  you  do  with 
them  ? 

A.  We  forwarded  them  to  the  Department  at  AVashington. 

Q.  Why  ? 

A.  In  accordance  with  the  postofHee  regulations.  We  first 
made  a  statement  of  the  facts  to  the  Special  Agent, — the  post- 
master did, — to  the  Special  Agent  of  our  district,  andreceiTCd 
instructions  from  him  to  that  effect, 

Q.  Then  yon  did  not  mail  them  in  accordance  with  the 
address  ? 

A.  We  did  not;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Did  JOU  know  the  contents  of  those  wrappers 't 

A,  At  what  time  ? 

Q.  At  the  time  they  were  mailed,  or  afterwards. 

A.  I  did  not  at  the  time  they  were  mailed;  I  did  after- 
wards. 
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Q.  How  did  you  come  to  discover  that? 

A.  Simply  by  our  atteation  beiag  directed  by  so  many 
papers  being  mailed  by  a  stranger,  and  the  general  appearance, 
perhaps,  of  the  papers — the  words  "Lansing,  Michigan," 
printed  on  the  wrappers ;  and  making  up  the  mail  one  of 
them  slipped  out  of  the  wrapper.  I  looked  at  it  and  its 
peculiar  appearance,  and  the  attention  of  the  Postmaster  waa 
called  to  it,  who  considered  it  his  dnty  to  refer  it  to  the  Special 
Agent,  BuppoBing  that  it  came  under  the  jxistal  regulations  as 
a  publication  that  should  be  suppressed. 

Q.  For  what  reason  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — One  moment.  It  would  certainly  be  objec- 
tionable to  give  the  reasons  of  the  postmaster,  or  the  opinions 
of  the  postmaster. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Ohair  is  of  opinion  that  the 
question  should  not  be  answered.  I  will  take  the  vote  of  the 
Senate  upon  it  if  it  is  desired. 

[The  question  put  by  the  Manager  was  withdrawn] 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  voiir  own  knowledge  the  reason  why 
they  were  not  sent  ? 

A.  The  reason  why  they  were  not  forwarded  ? 

Q.  Why  they  were  not  forwarded  as  directed  and  mailed  ? 

A,  I  can  only  say  that  I  know  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Postmaster. 

Mr.  McGowan — That  was  the  vcryqueetion  ruled  upon,  as  I 
understand  the  President. 

Q.  What  was  your  opinion  upon  inspection  ? 

A.  My  opinion  was  the  same. 

Q.  What  was  your  opinion  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — That  is  objected  to  upon  the  same  ground. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  objection  is  sustained.  I  will 
take  the  vote  of  the  Senate  if  required. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  paper  before  you,  and  examine  it 
particularly,  and  then  state  whether  they  were  like  that  paper 
— those  that  were  mailed  ? 

A.  [Looking  at  paper.]     Yes,  sir,  they  were. 
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Q.  "Will  yon  state  whether  those  papers  were  deposited 
there  by  the  respondent — were  placed  there  in  the  usual  way 
of  mailing  matter? 

A,  In  the  one  sense  they  were,  sir, — tlie  usual  way  in  mail- 
ing such  a  quantity,  for  they  could  not  have  been  gotten  into 
the  letter  box,  the  usual  receptacle  for  anything  of  that  kind ; 
and  the  only  parallel  case  that  I  know  of  is  where  our  city 
papers  are  mailed.  They  are  brought  in  baskets  to  mail  in 
the  same  way. 

Q.  Eeeeived  through — 

A.  (Interrupting)  Received  through  the  money-order  win- 
dow, at  the  money-order  desk. 

Q.  These  were  received  in  that  way  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane)  You  have  no  doubt  but 
what  they  were  brought  there  for  the  purpose  of  delivery, — no 
reason  to  doubt  it  ? 

A.  No  reason,  sir. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
desire  to  ask  any  questions  ? 

Mr.  MeGtowau — We  have  no  questions  to  aek,  sir. 

TESTIMONY   OF  T.  H.  BBISGHURST. 

T.  H.  Bringhurst,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor ; 

Mr.  Manager  G-rosvenor — Before  examining  this  witness,  1 
want  to  recall  the  last  witness  for  one  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Ask  the  question,  and  let  him  answer 
it  from  his  seat, 

Q.  Where  did  yon  see  Mr.  Edmonds  nest  after  you  saw  him 
at  Laporte,  at  the  postoffice  ? 

A.  At  Jonesville,  in  this  State, 

Q.  When  ? 

A.  Monday  afternoon,  this  last  Monday. 
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Q.  On  the  cars  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  at  the  depot. 

Q.  "Was  ho  poiukii  out,  or  did  jpu  recogniKe  him  us  the 
man? 

A.  I  recognized  him. 

Q.  Was  he  pointed  out  hy  any  one  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

[Mr,  Manager  Gtrosvenor  then  proceeded  to  examine  the 
witness  T.  H.  Briiighnrst,} 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — Logansport,  Indiana. 

Q,  What  is  your  business  and  occupation  ? 

A.  Special  Agent  Postoffice  Department. 

Q.  Do  yon  Irnoiv  the  respondent  in  this  case,  Charles  A. 
Edmonds  ? 

A.  Slightly ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  him  first  ? 

A.  I  saw  him  about  the —  some  time  about  tlie  middle  of 
March  last. 

Q.    Where? 

A.  At  this  place. 

Q.  Under  what  circumstances? 

A.  I  had  been  notified  by  the  posfmaster  at  Laporte  of  the 
mailing  by  a  stranger  of  several  hundred  papers  in  contra- 
Tention  of  a  law  of  the  postof&eo  forbidding  mailing  of 
papers  of  a  certain  character,  and  asking  for  instrnctions 
aboat  them.  I  directed  him  to  send  the  papers  as  the  regula- 
tions required  to  the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  and 
to  send  me  a  description  of  the  party  maihng  them,  and  a 
copy  of  the  names  upon  the  hotel  registers  that  day,  I  received 
his  reply,  containing  a  description  of  the  party,  and  wrote  to 
Lansing  to  know  who  that  fitted,  because  on  examination  of 
the  paper  I  became  satisfied  that  it  came  from  a  person  here. 

Mr.  McGowan— We  object  to  the  witness's  giving  any 
37 
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opinion  with- regard  to  the  paper.  The  paper  is  liere.  The 
facts,  I  suppose,  are  all  the  Senators  desire. 

By  the  Witness— I  wrote  tlien  to  Lansing  to  get  inforina- 
tion  as  to  who  that  description  fitted.  Before  I  received  a 
reply  I  saw  a  gentleman  from  Lansing,  to  whom  I  made  the 
application,  and  on  information  I  received  from  him  I  came 
to  Lansing,  and  called  for  Mr.  Edmonds,  at  his  office ;  I  told 
him  my  business,  showed  him  the  law,  and  notified  him  he 
wonld  be  obliged  to  answer  for  the  offense  at  the  United 
StatesDistrict  Court  of  Indiana,  and  that  I  should  require  him  to 
go  to  Indiana  and  file  a  bond  for  his  appearance  at  the  May  term 
of  the  court ;  the  Commissioner  here,  I  found,  had  no  jurisdie 
tion,  being  out  of  the  District,  Mr.  Edmonds  said  he  would  go 
with  me.  I  told  him  he  conld  go  voluntarily,  or  I  would  go 
to  tlie  trouble  of  getting  a  warrant  and  arresting  him,  but  I 
preferred  leaving  it  with  him, — he  was  a  man  of  public  busi- 
ness, and  he  might  suit  his  own  convenience  as  to  the  time 
and  manner.  He  went  with  me  down  to  Fort  Wayne  and  left 
a  money  deposit  there  with  the  Commissioner  to  appear  on 
my  notice,  after  I  had  reported  the  case  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  at  Washington.  There  was  a  legal  friend  of  his  met 
him  at  Jonesville,  who  suggested  to  me,  on  the  way  dpwn, 
some  ideas  that  suggested  to  me  that  a  jury  might  not  exactly 
regard  those  papers  as  I  had  done,  and  that  I  should  not 
unnecessarily  create  a  confusion  and  trouble  that  might  be 
pronounced  unnecessary  by  a  jury  after  all. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  that  gentleman  here  ? 

A.  Oh !  yes,  sir;  there  is  no  doubt  about  it. 

Q.  Whicli  one  is  it  ? 

A,  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Who  was  the  legal  friend  ? 

A.  1  think  it  n^as  this  gentleman  here  [indicating  one  of  the 
counsel  for  tiie  respondent];  I  think  it  is  him;  I  am  not 
exactly  certain  about  it ;  it  was  a  party  met  us  at  Jonesville  ; 
he  was  telegraphed  at  Coldwater:  I  am  not  certain  about  the 
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gentleman.  At  Fort  Wayne  we  found  a  Commissiouer ;  I  did 
not  know  that  there  was  one  there ;  I  started  to  go  to  Indiana- 
polis Willi  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Mr.  McGowan— I  suppose  the  Managers  care  nothing  for 
any  further  description  of  this.  It  is  outside  of  the  case  now, 
any  furtiier  history  of  this  matter  of  the  officer, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — He  stated,  I  believe,  that  he- 
Edmonds — left  a  money  deposit  for  his  appearance  at  the 
conrt. 

By  the  Witness— On  my  requisition,  on  my  call,  after  I  sub- 
mitted my  report  to  the  Postmaster  General  and  got  his 
instructions. 

Q.  You  were  acting  under  instructions,  were  you,  then? 

A.  Oh,  no!  Not  then  I  was  not,  except  general  instructions. 
My  instructions  are,  of  course,  to  prevent  a  depredation  upon 
the  mails  or  to  arrest  parties  committing  offenses  in  this  case. 
In  this  case  I  had  some  little  doubts  about  the  results,  and  I 
chose  to  be  exactly  right,  and  therefore  took  that  course, — that 
I  would  make  the  report  to  the  Department  and  await  its 
decision,  meantime  securing  his  appearance  by  the  bond,  by 
the  deposit  with  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  You  stated  that  to  be  about  the  middle  of  March  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive  about  it.  I  received  Mr.Frazer'a  letter 
from  Laporte  on  the  11th  or  12th  of  March,  and  there  was 
some  few  days  intervened  before  I  got  time  to  attend  to  it ;  it 
might  have  been  beyond  that  time. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Sbipman : 

Q.  Which  one  of  the  gentlemen  here  do  you  recognize  as 
the  person  you  saw  on  the  train  ? 

A,  The  person  that  met  ns  at  Jonesville  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  have  said  I  would  not  be  positive  of  eilher. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  me,  sir  ? 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  certain  about  that ;  I  would  not  be 
positive. 
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Q.  I  would  like  to  know  about  it,  whether  you  are  positive 
about  the  matter,  whether  it  was  me  or  not? 

A.  Well,  I  would  not  undertake  to  say  now,  because  I  want 
to  be  exact,  and  I  would  not  like  to  say. 

Q.  Was  it  the  gentleman  who  sits  on  my  right?  [Mr. 
McGowan.} 

A.  My  impressions  were  it  was  him ;  but,  as  I  said  before, — 
and  I  repeat  now, — I  am  not  certain  who. 

Q.  It  was  not  both  of  us,  was  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Edmonds,  on  the  day  I  had  the  interview 
with  him,  acted  very  gentlemanly,  agreed  to  go  with  me  on 
that  night,  that  evening, — or  to  give  me  his  decision  at  five 
o'clock,  whether  he  would  go,  or  not.  At  five  o'clock  he  told 
me  that  be  had  telegraphed  to  a  friend  at  Coldwater  who 
was  a  banker  and  an  attorney,  to  meet  him  at  Joncsville,  and 
go  with  him,  if  it  was  necessary,  to  get  the  bad). 

Q.  I  was  only  asking  as  to  your  recollection. 

A.  Well ;  I  can  tell  you  exactly  how  you  can  find  out  the 
name. 

Q.  How?  if  you  can. 

A.  He  is  a  banker  and  a  lawyer  and  an  editor. 

Q.  I  am  not  a  banker  nor  an  editor. 

A.  I  was  looking  at  him  more  particulai'ly  at  that  time  than 
the  friend  that  met  us. 

Q.  Should  you  say  (hat  either  one  of  us  wiis  the  person  that 
you  met  on  the  train  ? 

A.  Well,  no.  I  do  not  choose  to  say  that  it  was  either  of 
you,  I  know  that  he  was  on  tho  train,  though ;  I  recollect 
tliat. 

Q.  He  was  a  person  who  looked  a  little  like  us — the  person 
that  met  you  there,  I  admit,  but  ho  was  neither  of  us.  I  want 
to  ask  you  one  more  question.  That  is,  whether  you  have 
given  any  notice  to  Mr.  Edmonds  to  appear? 

A.  I  have  never  received  an  order  from  the  party. 

Q.  Simply  to  he  notified  that  he  was  to  come  down  ? 
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A,  Yes,  sir.     The  money  lays  there  with  the  Ooniniissioner 

Ee-esamined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Q.  "Was  it  expected  that  yoii  would  need  him  before  the 
BeBsion  of  the  grand  jnry,  in  May?  What  was  thereabout 
that? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  the  expectation  was  abont  that.  The 
grand  jury  meets  in  May, 

Q.  What  was  said  abont  that  between  you  and  him  ? 

A.  Well,  he  told  me  that  it  should  be  settled  before 
the  grand  jury  met,  in  May.  My  proposition  was  to  him — 
my  suggestion  was  to  him  that  he  did  not  desire  any  trouble 
about  the  matter ;  that  he  might  waive  an  examination  and 
giye  a  bond,  or  wait  the  action  of  the  grand  jury,  and  this  pro- 
ceeding was  taken  at  Port  Wayne,  with  that  in  view,  and  also 
with  the  view,  at  the  suggestion  of  his  attorney,  to  avoid 
making  the  matter  a  record  in  the  court  just  then. 

Ee-croes-eiamined  by  Mr.  Shipman. 

Q.  No  proceedings  were  had  in  court,  as  I  imderstand  ? 

A.  Kothing.  It  was  all  an  informal  matter  between  the 
CommiBsioner  and  myself. 

On  motion  of  Senator  Jenks  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Coart 
of  Impeachment,  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 


Thursday,  3  o'clock  P.  M.,  May  2, 1S7S. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation,  the 
Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  the  President  pro  tern,  annonnced 
a  quorum  present. 

Tlie  Presiding  Officer-— The  Manager,  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  will  proceed.  The  Senators  will 
give  their  attention. 

Senator  Wheeler — Mr.  President,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
word  "  depending  "  in  rule  21,  and  insert  the  word  "  pending." 
I  think  it  is  a  misprint,  at  least  it  sounds  rather  awkward 
when  the  oath  is  administered  by  the  Secretary. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


29i  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  will  reduce  the  motion 
to  writing  and  pass  it  to  the  Secretary. 

Senator  Eomeyn — Will  tlie  motion  he  decided  withont 
debate  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  suppose  the  Senator  can  raise  the 
question  if  he  desires.  The  Secretary  -will  read  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  the  Twenty-seventh. 

The  Secretary  read  the  amendment. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  question  is  upon  the  adoption 
of  the  amendment.  Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ?  Those 
in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  the  Twenty-seventh,  will  say  Aye ;  opposed,  Ko. 

Senator  Romeyn— I  ask  for  an  explanation.  I  ask  for  the 
criticism  on  it. 

Senator  Wheeler — I  supposed  when  I  made  the  motion,  that 
it  was  a  hiisprint,  and  I  now  think  so.  The  word  "depending" 
means  depending  upon  something,  leaning  upon  something 
for  snpport.  I  never  saw  the  word  used  in  any  form  in  courts, 
either  civil  or  criminal. 

Senator  Ball — I  would  like  to  ask  how  the  oath  is  in  the 
impeachment  proceedings  against  the  Presidett  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  "  depending."  The  question  is 
upon  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  the  Twenty-seventh. 
Those  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  as  their  names  are  called,  will 
say,  Aye ;  those  opposed.  No.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Secretary  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Senator  Briggs — I  will  not  ask  to  be  excused  from  voting, 
but  I  do  not  understand  the  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  resolution  is  to  strike  out  of  rule 
31  the  word  "depending"  and  insert  "pending;"  it  is  in 
the  oath  administei-ed  to  the  witness, — rule  31. 

Senator  Wood — I  vote  aye. 
Senator  Briggs — Aye. 

Senator  Wood — I  move  that  Senator  Gay  be  excused  from 
voting ; 
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Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Secretary  announced,  yeas,  15 ;  nays,  9, 

The  Presiding  Officer — A  majority  of  the  Senators  having 
voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  the  amendment  ia  made. 

Senator  Eomejn— Senator  Gay  wished  me  to  ask  leave  of 
absence  for  him  for  the  afternoon,  he  being  quite  i!l  at  his 
room. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — The  Senators  in  favor  of  excusing 
Seimtor  Gay  for  the  afternoon  will  vote  Aye ;  those  opposed, 
No. 

The  vote  was  taken  and  the  Senator  escased. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — Are  the  Managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  ready  to  proceed  with  their  evidence  in  support  of  the 
articles  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Grosvenor — IV'e  are. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Managers  will  proceed. 

Senator  Eomejn — I  ask  that  the  Secretary  announce  the 
names  of  the  witnesses  as  they  are  called. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  announce  the 
names  of  witnesses. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — In  regard  to  this  witness  we  shall 
not  be  able  to  exhaust  htm,  on  the  stipulation  I  have  made 
with  the  counsel  for  the  respondent.  His  testimony  will  relate 
to  several  of  the  articles  which  we  desire  his  testimony  upon. 
We  will  only  confine  his  testimony  to  the  same  articles  that 
we  gave  testimony  on  this  morning.  So  we  may  have  to  call 
him  again. 

TESTIMONT   OP    OERIlir   B.   QDIGLEY. 

Orrin  B,  Quigley,  a  witness,  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  i 

Qoestion.  Wiiat  is  your  name  ? 

Answer.  Orrin  B.  Quigley. 

Q,  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

A.  I  reside  in  Coldwater. 
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Q.  What  18  your  business  or  occupation  ? 

A.  I  am  in  the  lightning-rod  business, 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  respoudeiit  in  this  case, 
Charles  A.  Edmonds  ? 

A,  Yes  sir. 

Q-  How  long  hare  yon  known  hira  ? 

A.  In  the  neighborhood  of  a  couple  of  years  I  have  been 
personally  acquainted  with  him. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  seen  this  paper  called  '■  Every  Wednesday 
Night  ?" 

A.  Yes  sir,  I  have, 

[Mr.  Manager  Groavenor  here  exhibited  to  the  witness  a 
copy  of  the  paper  above  referred  to.] 

Q.  That,  or  one  like  it? 

A.  One  similar  to  this,  I  should  judge. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  read  it  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have  ever  read  it.  I  have  heard  a 
small  portion  of  it  read. 

Q.  When  and  where  did  you  first  see  a  copy  of  that  ? 

A.  I  saw  it  at  the  Lansing  House. 

Q.  When  ? 

A.  Icao't  tell  the  exact  day, — the  time  I. saw  it.  Itperhaps 
might  be  a  month  ago.  I  didn't  pay  any  attention  to  the  date. 
It  was  two,  three,  or  four  weeks  ago,  perhaps,  when  I  first 
saw  it 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  Legislature  was  in  ses- 
sion? 

A.  They  were  in  session  at  the  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session  or  at  the  close  ? 

A.  At  the  commencement  of  the  session. 

Q.  Who  had  the  paper  ? 

A,  Mr.  Hudson — Mr.  Hudson's  son — Lett  Hudson,  I  think. 

Q.  State  the  circumstances  under  which  you  saw  it. 

A.  I  was  in  the  hotel,  in  the  saloon,  talking  with  a  gentle- 
man that  keeps  a  clothing  store  over  here.    We  were  talking, 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOGEEDIKGS  OP  THE  OOURT.  297 

and  Mr.  Edmonds  came  in  and  shook  hands  with  me,  and 
passed  up  to  Mr.  Hudson,  and  when  I  looked  up,  Mr.  Hudson 
had  this  paper  in  his  hands,  and  the  gentleman  I  was  talking 
with  aeked  if  I  had  seen  the  paper.  I  said  I  hadn't  He 
asked  me  to  look  at  it.  I  said  I  didn't  know  what  it  was. 
Sdid  I  would  look  at  it. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  hope  the  witness  will  confine  himself  to 
the  conversation  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Edmonds, 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  confine  himself  to 
the  conversation  that  occnrred  in,  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Edmonds. 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  Mr.  Ednioni^  was  present 
during,  the  whole  of  this  conversation  or  not.  He  passed 
through.  Directly  my  attention  was  called  to  it,  and  in  read- 
ing it  I  remembered  something  that  Mr,  Edmonds  had  told 
me  some  time  previous  to  that. 

Q,  What  was  that  ? 

A.  Sometliing  with  regard  to  a  letter  he  got  of  a  woman  in 
town  here, 

Q.  What  was  her  name  ? 

A.  They  call  her  Alice,  I  believe, 

Q.  Was  there  anything  in  that  that  reminded  you  of  the 
conversation  with  Mr.  Edmonds. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  why  I  spoke  of  the  paper  at  the  time. 
I  said  that  I  presumed  I  knew  who  got  it  vip,  for  the  same 
thing  was  in  the  paper  that  he  had  spoken  to  me  about  in 
those  letters. 

Q.  Do  yon  refer  to  Mr.  Edmonds  in  that. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  what  was  in  that 
paper  ?  When  did  Mr.  Edmonds  say  anything  to  yon  about  it  ? 
Yon  said  he  had  had  a  conversation  with  yon  before, 

A.  About  what  was  in  this  paper  ?  He  never  talked  about 
it. 

Q.  About  the  letters  ? 
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I  about  three  months  ago,  I  ahould 


think. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  F 

A.  I  saw  him  at  Ooldwat«r,  I  met  him  there.  He  asked  me 
how  long  since  I  had  been  to  [Lansing,  I  told  him  not  in 
some  time.  I  aeked  what  was  the  news.  He  asked  if  I  liad 
read  the  last  seoEation.  I  told  him,  no.  I  asked  him  what  it 
was.    He  told  me  wliat  he  had  heard  down  there. 

Q.  Down  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  We  had  a  long  conversation  about  it.  I  can- 
not remember  the  conversation. 

Q.  What  was  it  ? 

A.  The  substance  was  that  he  had  got  the  letters,  and  that 
she  had  been  well  paid  for  them. 

Q,  He  bad  got  them  from  her  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  read  them  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  repeat  to  you  the  substance? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  the  same  was  contained  in  this  paper, 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  ie  all  contained  in  that  paper. 

By  Mr.  Sliipman — We  would  much  prefer  the  witness  would 
state  what  was  said  instead  of  taking  his  opinion. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  confine  himself  to 
what  was  said  in  that  conversation  as  near  as  possible. 

Q.  State  what  was  said  to  you  was  in  those  letters. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  state  all  he  said  was  in  those 
letters;  but  he  went  to  state  that  what  was  in  the  letters — 
that  Mr.  E.  H.  Porter  had  written  to  this  woman  to  go  to 
Detroit  with  him,  and  many  things  that  I  cannot  relate  hei-e— 
a  good  many  things  in  the  conversation. 

Q.  We  want  all  that  you  can  remember, 

A.  It  is  a  long  time  ago  to  remember  snch — 

Q,  The  language  if  you  can  give  it,if  not  give  the  substance 
of  what  was  in  those  letters. 
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A.  I  don't  know  as  I  would  undertake  to  tell,  it  was  so  long 
ago.  In  regard  to  the  substance  of  those  letters— the  suhstance 
was  he  had  got  a  letter  and  it  was  stated  tliat  Mr.  E.  II. 
Porter  had  written  the  letter  to  her. 

Q.  Who? 

A.  Alice;  and  that  he  wished  lier  to  go  to  Detroit  or  Jack- 
son. He  was  in  the  boot  and  shoe  business.  She  would  know 
him  by  her  passing  their  yard  there,  and  they  would  be  play- 
ing croquet  There  was  a  good  many  things  I  could  not 
mention. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  going  to  Philadelphia 
that  called  your  attention  to  that,  or  a  letter  written  from 
Philadelphia  to  her? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  about  that? 

A.  That  there  was  a  letter  written, — that  one  of  the  letters 
was  written  from  Philadelphia,  or  going  to  Philadelphia,  I 
can't  tell,  really,  entirely  about  that;  but  the  substance  was 
that  he  had  got  the  letter. 

Q.  Did  he  say  to  you  what  he  intended  to  do  with  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  don't  just  remember  now  whether  he  said  he  was  going 
to  publish  themorwhat  he  said  be  was  going  to  do  with  them. 
I  would  not  be  positive  in  regard  to  that, 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  a  conversation  about  it  and  give  him 
some  advice  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  advise  him  not  to  publish  them,  as  Mr. 
Porter  was  respected  in  Lansing  and  had  a  respectable  family. 

Q.  Why  did  you  advise  him  not  to  publish  if  he  did  not  say 
anything  about  publishing  them  ? 

By  Mr.  Shipman — I  object. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  objection  is  sustained.  We  do 
not  want  his  reason,  we  want  what  he  did. 

Q.  Bo  you  remember  whether  he  had  proposed  to  pubhsh 
them  ? 

A.  I  think  I  asked  him  what  he  was  going  to  do  with  the  let- 
ters ?    I  will  not  be  positive  whether  he  said  he  was  going  to 
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1  the  letters,  or  whether  he  was  going  to  get  up  a  paper, 
or  what  he  was  going  to  do.  I  would  not  be  positiTe  as  to  the 
answer.  It  is  a  good,  while  ago  to  remember  the  conTersation 
entire. 

Q.  But  it  was  one  or  the  other  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  one  or  the  other,  but  I  would  not  be  pos- 
itive which  it  was, 

Q.  "What  reply  did  he  make  to  yon  when  yon  advised  him 
not  to  publish  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  reply. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  having  a  likeness  of  this 
Alice  or  of  Mr.  Porter. 

A.  I  think  he  said  he  had  Portex's  likeness,  but  I  don't 
remember  that  he  said  he  had  her  likeness. 

Q.  Did  he  say  when  he  got  Porter's  likeness  ? 

A.  I  would  not  say  positive  whether  he  said  he  had  it  or 
whether  he  said  he  got  it  of  her,  or  when  he  got  it. 

Q.  What  is  your  best  recollection  ? 

A.  My  best  recollection  is  that  he  was  going  to  get  her  to 
get  it,  or  that  he  had  got  it  of  her,— one  or  the  other. 

Q.  You  state  he  said  it  would  cost  something  to  got  the 
letters.    State  what  he  said  he  paid  for  the  letters  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  amount,  but  he  said  she  had  got 
well  paid  for  them. 

Q.  How  long  was  this  conversation  before  you  saw  the 
paper  at  the  Lansing  House  ? 

A.  It  must  have  been  two  or  three  months, — two  months  at 
least. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  other  conversation  with  him  on  the 
subject,  afterwards  ? 

A.  Not  on  that  subject, 

Q.  In  that  conversation  at  Coldwater,  did  Mr,  Edmonds  say 
anything  about  how  the  letters  were  signed — what  names, 
whether  signed  by  Porter's  name,  or  Gray's  name  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  Gray's  name. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  all. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — Have  tlie  counsel  for  the  respondent 
any  qneBtions  to  ask? 

Mr.  McGowan — I  understand  this  witness  is  to  be  recalled. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Yes,  on  another  branch  of  the 
case. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Coldwater  ? 

A.  I  went  to  Coldwater  the  asth  day  of  June,  1859.  I  called 
it  my  home.  I  have  not  been  there  mnch  for  the  last  two 
years. 

Q.  In  1859  ? 

A.  In  1859, 1  think  about  the  last  of  June, 

Mr.  McGowan — That  is  all. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Managers  will  call  their  next 
witness. 

James  H.  Baker,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.  Mr.  Baker,  where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Lansing. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  here  ? 

A.  Nearly  twenty-three  years. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the' respondent,  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  Slightly ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Look  upon  that  slip  and  see  If  you  have  seen  it  before, 
[showing  the  witness  a  paper.] 

A.  I  have ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  and  where  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  on  or  about  the  15th. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  witness  will  speak  a  little 
louder. 

Witness — About  the  15th  or  16th  of  March,  I  cut  it  from 
the  hotel-register  at  Laporte,  Indiana. 

Q.  What  hotel? 

A.  The  Merrill  House. 
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Q.  The  same  paper  ? 

A.  YeSj  sir,  it  is.  It  has  been  in  my  possession  a  portion  of 
the  time  since. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— AVe  offer  this  as  a  bit  of  evidence 
in  the  trial, — as  testimony  in  the  case. 

[The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  offered  by  Mr.  Gros- 
venor:  "M.  W.  Akerly,  Vincennes,  Ind.  Alex.  Haynes, 
Menominee."] 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  paper  before  yon, 
called  "  Every  Wednesday  Night "  ? 

A.  Not  but  a  very  little  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  have  had 
it  in  my  possession. 

Q.  "When  did  you  first  see  it  ? 

A.  It  was  put  in  my  hands  by  Mr.  E.  II.  Porter  of  this 
city. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  that  paper  ?  Look  at  it,  and  see  if 
your  name  is  on  it. 

A.  YeB,  sir.    I  have  a  mark  on  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  obtain  it  ? 

A.  I  obtained  that  paper  from  Mr.  J.  IT,  Bringhtirst,  at 
Logan  sport,  Indiana. 

Q.  The  gentleman  that  has  been  on  the  stand  as  a  witness  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir :  the  Special  Agent  of  the  Postofflce  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  as  to  the  authorship  of  that 
paper  ? 

A.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— -That  is  all. 

Mr.  McGowan— Will  he  he  recalled  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  do  not  know  whether  we  shall 
want  to  recall  him  upon  this  matter. 

Mr,  McGowan — L^pon  any  matter  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— I  do  not  know  that  we  shall  at 
present. 

Mr.  Shipman— W^e  have  no  r|nestions. 
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Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — "We  want  to  ask  Mr.  Bringhurst 
another  question. 

T.  H.  Bringhurst  recalled.  Examined  by  Mr.  Manager 
Groavenor : 

Question.  Will  you  look  upon  that  pap^r  before  you,  entitled 
"Every  Wednesday  Night?"  Did  you  give  to  Mr.  Baker  that 
paper  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know,  certain. 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  him  a  paper  ? 

A.  I  delivered  him  a  copy  of  this  edition. 

Q.  Where,  and  when  ? 

A.  At  Logansport. 

Q.  Where  did  you  receive  it  ? 

A.  I  received  my  copy  irom  Mr.  Prater,  the  postmaster  at 
Laporte,  and  I  received  other  copies  from  Washington.  I  had 
them  returned  to  me,  at  my  request,  from  the  Third  Aiiistant . 
The  one  I  gave  Mr.  Baker  came  from  Washington. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  that  from  Mr.  Frazer,  the  postmaster  ? 

A,  That  was  the  first  I  received;  I  cimnot  speak  of  this 
identical  paper. 

Q.  But  another  of  this  edition  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  the  same  edition. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  is  all. 

Mr.  Shipman — No  questions. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvouor — I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Frazer  one 
question  right  where  you  are.  Mr.  Frazer,  did  you  deliver  a 
copy  of  that  paper  to  Mr.  Bringhurst  ? 

Mr.  Frazer — My  broiher,  the  postmaster,  sent  a  copy  to  him. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Did  you  know  where  he  obtained 
ifc? 

Mr.  Fraaer — It  was  one  that  was  mailed  in  New  York. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — One  from  Mr.  Edmonds  out  of  this 
same  lot  ? 

Mr.  Frazer — Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  ManagerGrosvenor — I  propose  to  call  onewitness  more, 
in  order  to  have  this  testimony  together,  so  it  will  be  conaecu- 
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tive,  and  I  will  call  Mr.  Lewis,  the  postmaster;  that  was  not 
in  the  stipulation  this  morning. 

TESTIMONY  OF  8ETII   LEWIS. 

Seth  Lewia,  a  witiicsa  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on  t!ie 
part  and  behalf  ot  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified  as 
follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.  Mr.  Lewis,  where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Marshall,  Michigan. 

Q.  Did  you  act  as  postmaster  of  the  Legislature  during  its 
extra  session  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Loot  upon  that  paper  before  yon  entitled  "Every 
Wednesday  Kight,"  and  say  whether  the  paper  came  to  you 
through  the  mail  addressed  to  members  of  the  Ilonse  and 
Senate. 

A.  There  were,  I  ^think,  thirty  copies  of  a  paper  bearing 
this  description  that  came  to  tlie  postofficc  at  the  Capital, 
which  I  handed  out  to  different  persons. 

Q.  Addressed  to  them  ? 

A.  Addressed  to  different  persons.  They  were  mailed  at 
Toledo,  Ohio,  in  what  we  call  the  official  size  envelope,  a  let- 
ter envelope,  and  six  cents  postage  paid  on  each  one. 

Q.  Oq  what  kind  of  an  envelope  ? 

A.  On  official  size  envelope,  a  large  envelope. 

Q.  Did  they  come  by  due  conrse  of  mail  ? 

A.  I  suppose  they  did ;  the  boy  brought  them  from  tlie 
postofficc — said  he  brought  them  from  the  postofflce. 

Q.  The  way  all  mail  matter  came  ? 

A.  The  same  as  the  others  came. 

Q,  Did  they  bear  tlic  regular  stamp  ? 

A,  They  were  posted,  mailed  in  the  TolecJo  ofBce,  and  bory 
the  Toledo  postofficc  marl;. 

Q.  Bearing  a  canceling  mark? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 
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(J.  They  were  addressed  to  different  memberaof  tlie  House 
and  Senate  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  And  was  the  address  in  writing  or  in  print  ? 

A.  The  address  was  in  writing. 

Q.  I  did  not  quite  get  your  idea  how  they  were  pnt  up ;  you 
Bay  in  a  government  envelope. — in  a  common  envelope,  a 
newspaper  envelope  ? 

A.  They  were  sealed  in  what  is  called  a  govemraent 
envelope. 

Q.  Sealed  close  ? 

A.  Scaled  as  letters. 

Q.  What  time  did  yon  receive  them  ? 

A.  They  were  received  about  six  o'clock,  1  think. 

Q.  Of  what  day  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  the  evening  of  the  30th  or 
2Sd.  I  did  not  take  down  any  date  at  the  time,  but  it  was  th^ 
20th  or  21st  of  March.  The  letters  were  post-marked  the  19tli 
at  Toledo ;  that  was  the  date  of  the  post-mark. 

Q.  Can  you  remenjher  any  particular  Senator  or  Member  of 
the  House  that  yon  delivered  one  to  ? 

A.  I  remember  positively  of  delivering  one  to  Mr.  Hill, 
Representative  in  the  House,  and  Mr.  Begole,  I  think. 

Q.  Senator  Begole  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  don't  remember  the  names  of  the  others ;  I 
might  gneas  at  it,  perhaps. 

Q.  Now,  how  do  you  know  that  they  were  the  same  edition 
of  that  ?    Did  you  see  any  open  P 

A.  I  saw  them  open. 

Q.  Examined  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  examined  them.  I  looked  particularly  at  the 
pictures.    I  did  not  have  time  to  read  much  else. 

Mr.  Shipman — That  is  all. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — We  now  offer  this  paper  in  evi- 
dence. 

39 
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[Paper  offered  in  evidence,  entitled  "Every  Wednesday 
Night,  VoL  1,  No.  1.] 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— I  think  that  will  close  what  we 
have. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Chair  understand  that  the 
paper  is  offered  in  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object  to  the  paper  being  introduced  in 
evidence  at  this  moment,  under  the  arrangement  made  this 
morning,  that  these  witnesses  were  to  be  sivorn,  and  that  fur- 
ther proof  was  to  be  deferred  until  after  to-morrow  morning. 
Therefore  we  object  to  this  being  received  at  this  time,  until 
we  can  be  heard  on  this  question. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — If  it  is  only  identified,  we  will 
leave  it  with  the  Clerk.    We  offer  it,  and  let  it  remain  there. 

The  Presiding  Officer — How  is  theChair  to  understand  this, 
— that  this  paper  is  offered  in  evidence,  or  simply  filed  with  the 


Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  offer  it  in  evidence,  and  he 
objects  to  it,  and  we  allow  it  to  remain  in  that  way.  If  it  is 
objected  to,  let  it  remain  in  that  way. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Some  disposition  should  be  made  of 
it.    It  should  be  received  or  rejected. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  it 
it  makes  any  difference  whether  it  is  put  in  now  or  some  other 
time,  but  if  it  is  an  accommodation,  we  will  vrithdraw  it  and 
have  it  filed  with  the  Clerk. 

TESTIMOUT   OF   E.   H.   PORTER, 

E.  H.  Porter,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question.  Mr.  Porter,  where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Lansing. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Lansing? 

A.  Since  the  fail  of  1866. 
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Q.  Since  the  fall  of  1866,  do  I  understand  you  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  the  Comrais- 
siongr  of  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  Yes  sir,  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  I  first  met  him  the  first  time,  at  the  conyeotion,  at 
Detroit.    I  can't  tell  when  that  was. 

Q.  Habere  was  it? 

A.  At  the  convention  at  Detroit,  in  1870. 

Q.  What  convention? 

A.  The  State  convention. 

Q.  What  party? 

A.  By  the  Kepublican  party. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  when  that  was  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  in  July;  I  am  not  positive, — June  or 
Jnly. 

Q.  You  say  that  la  where  you  first  saw  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  hope  the  witness  will  speak  loud 
and  distinct,  so  as  to  be  heard  iu  all  parts  of  the  Senate 
cbamber. 

Q.  Did  yon  meet  him  after  that  ? 

A.  I  have  met  him  since  that. 

Q.  Where? 

A  At  Lansing, 

Q.  At  what  time  ? 

A.  The  first  of  January,  1871, 1  think. 

Q.  The  first  of  January,  1871.  What  was  your  business  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  I  was  then  Deputy  Commissioner  in  the  State  Land 
Office. 

Q.  That  is  when  Mr.  Edmonds  came  there  in  ISYl.  Who 
was  Deputy  under  Mr,  Edmonds  in  the  winter  of  1871 — when 
did  Edmonds'  term  commence? 

A.  In  1871, 1  think. 
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Q.  The  first  of  Jannary,  1871  ? 

A.  The  first  of  January,  1871. 

Q.  "Who  Aid  he  make  his  Deputy  ? 

A.  He  made  me  his  Deputy. 

Q.  How  long  were  yon  Deputy  ? 

A.  ljntiljune,1871. 

Q.  Five  months.  What  is  the  character  of  the  business  done 
in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  It  is  a  general  business  in  care  of  the  State  Lands. 

Q.  State  lands.  What  are  the  State  lands?  What  are  they 
denominated,  that  you  have  charge  of  in  that  office  ? 

A.  Primary  school,  State  swamp  lands,  asset  lands,  Uni- 
versity lands,  and  Agricultural  College  lands,  are  the  different 
kinds. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  called  swamp  land  scrip? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  is  it  ? 

A.  Credit,  I  suppose,  to  the  State. 

Q.  A  credit  to  the  State  ? 

A.  A  credit  to  parties  taking  contracts  for  building  Stat* 
roads.    There  is  no  scrip. 

Q.  Will  yon  explain  just  what  you  mean  by  scrip,  so  that 
the  Senate  will  understand  you.  Explain  what  this  swamp 
land  scrip  is. 

A.  It  is  quite  a  roundabout  road  to  take  up  the  contract 
and  go  through  with  it  all. 

Q.  State  briefly. 

A.  As  I  said,  it  is  a  credit  on  the  part  of  the  State  to  aeon- 
tractor  for  the  building  of  a  road, — he  receives  it  in  dollars 
and  cents  in  the  books  of  the  office. 

Q,  It  is  credited  in  dollars  and  centa  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  all  paid  in  dollars  and  cents  ? 

A,  It  is  paid  in  land. 

Q.  Paid  in  swamp  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  You  say  it  is  a  credit  that  the  contractor  gets  for  the 
building  of  a  road ;  ie  all  the  credit  that  he  gets  before  the  road 
is  constructed,  or  after  ? 

A.  After. 

A.  What  is  tliis  credit  usually  called  after  the  road  is  con- 
structed ? 

A.  Scrip. 

Q,  Have  you  not  another  name  for  it  ? 

A.  Swamp  land  scrip. 

Q.  Don't  they  call  it  matured  scrip  ? 

A.  Yee,  eir;  matured  scrip  after  the  road  is  constructed, 

Q.  Any  other  name  for  any  other  clasa  ? 

A.  There  is  unmatured  scrip, 

Q.  What  is  that  ? 

A.  A  contract  made  on  the  part  of  the  State  by  parties 
bnilding  roads,  whereby  parties  may  come  in  and  select  lands 
and  hold  them  until  the  road  is  completed. 

Q.  Until  they  complete  their  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Suppose  they  don't  complete  their  contract  at  all  ? 

A.  I  suppose  then  they  do  not  have  access  to  them. 

Q.  Do  they  get  their  patents  on  them  ? 

A.  They  do  not. 

Q,  Now,  while  you  were  Deputy  for  the  Commissioner,  what 
arrangement  did  you  make  with  him,  if  any,  in  regard  to  deal- 
ing in  this  Swamp  land  scrip,  with  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A,  I  made  arrangements  with  him  to  deal  in  scrip  aa  we  had 
done  before  he  came  into  office. 

Q,  Will  you  state  what  you  said  to  him  at  the  time  that 
arrangement  was  made,  and  state  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
made? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  can  state  positively  what  day  it  was. 

Q,  About  the  time  ? 

A.'  Something  about  the  first  or  second  week  in  January. 

Q.  What  did  yon  say  to  him  about  it  ? 

A.  I  had  a  conversation  with  him  alone,  in  which  I  related 
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tohim  the  matter  of  the  sale  of  the  scrip ;  told  him  how  we 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  it  in  all  its  details ;  I  think 
fally, — he  giving  me  liberty  to  go  on. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  had  rather  the  witness  would  state  the 
language  used. 

The  Presiding  Officer — State  the  precise  words  as  near  as 
you  can  remember. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  suppose  he  may  state  the  substance. 

The  Presiding  Officer — If  he  cannot  remember  the  words. 

Q.  State  what  Mr.  Edmonds  told  you  to  do. 

A.  He  told  me  to  go  on  and  do  just  what  wo  had  been 
doing. 

Senator  Jenks — I  would  like  to  know  how  he  had  been 
doing  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— If  the  Senator  will  give  nstime  we 
will  bring  it  all  out. 

Q.  Will  you  state  now — you  might  as  well  now  as  any 
other  time — what  you  did  tell  him  had  been  your  custom,  or 
what  you  were  doing.  You  say  you  told  him  what  you  had 
been  doing,  and  he  told  you  to  go  on  and  do  the  same.  Now, 
state  what  you  had  been  in  the  habit  of  doing.  You  have 
been  Deputy  before  1871. 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Now,  state  what  had  been  your  practice  in  Swamp  Land 
scrip  before  that  time. 

A.  It  had  been  the  practice  to  buy  scrip  whenever  I  could 
buy  it. 

Mr.  McGowan — As  I  understand  it,  he  has  stated  what  he 
said  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — He  has  stated  what  he  told  Mr. 
Edmunds  was  the  praciice  before  he  was  Commisdoner.  Now, 
I  aslc  wbat  that  practice  was  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — That  will  be  just  what  he  told  Edmonds. 
I  only  want  to  get  at  the  manner  of  the  question. 

Q.  Goon  and  state. 

A.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  it  had  been  the  practice  of 
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baying  and  selling  the  scrip, — bujing  it  at  as  low  figures  of 
the  contractors  as  we  could,  and  selling  it  to  the  purchasers 
that  came  into  the  offiee. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  him  had  been  your  practice  in  buying 
lands  where  parties  came  to  the  office,  that  had  not  anything 
but  scrip  ? 

A.  I  told  him  about  the  practice  of  the  ofBce,  that  where 
money  came  in  we  iised  it  the  same  as  when  parties  came  to 
buy  scrip. 

Q.  Suppose  you  received  one  hundred  dollars  for  eighty 
acres  of  swamp  land,  at  ten  shillings  an  acre ;  some  one  sends 
you  $100  by  mail,  what  do  you  do  with  that  one  hundred 
dollars  ? 

A.  Deposit  it  to  the  scrip  account  and  pay  scrip  Cor  it. 

Q.  Do  you  pay  the  money  into  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  pay  into  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  Pay  scrip. 

P.  What  did  you  do,  when  you  had  occasion  of  this  land, 
while  you  was  Deputy  for  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  such  a  case  happened.  There 
might  have  been.  I  do  not  remember  of  any.  If  there  had 
been  any  such  a  case,  I  think  I  would  have  remembered  it.  I 
do  not  remember  of  any  such  case  happening,  but  then  there 
might  have  been. 

Q.  You  don't  remember  any  particular  case  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  don't.  It  is  something  that  happens  very  sel- 
dom, anyway, — verj/  seldom. 

Q.  It  was  very  seldom  that  money  came  in  in  that  way  ? 

A.  It  is  very  seldom  that  a  man  sends  $100  in  that  way  to 
buy  80  acres  of  land.  Most  men  are  aware,  throughout  the 
State,  that  they  can  purchase  scrip  for  swamp  lands,  but  once 
in  a  while  they  send  in  money  in  that  way,  but  not  often. 

Q,  What  did  yon  do  with  this  money  when  received? 

A.  I  usually  kept  an  envelope  in  a  private  drawer  in  the 
safe,  and  put  it  in  there. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


313  TBIAL  OF  CHAELES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q,  At  the  end  of  the  month  what  did  you  do  with  it  ? 
A.  Deposited  it,  generally.    I  used  what  belonged  to  myself 
«nd  the  avails  of  it,  from  tlie  profits  of  it,  as  my  own, 

'Q.  What  did  yon  do  with  the  balance  of  it  while  with  Mr, 


A.  I  divided  one-half  of  the  profits,  the  first  three  months  I 
■was  with  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q,  What  was  the  amount? 

A.  I  cannot  state  the  amount,  I  have  not  got  the  minutes 
with  me;  it  was  somewhere  near  1100, 

Q,  Have  you  any  memorandum  that  yoa  kept  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  have  in  my  store,  but  I  have  not  here  with  me, 

Q.  Yon  have  got  a  memorandum  that  yon  kept  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  wish  yoa  wonld  go  down  and  get 
it.    Be  as  expeditious  as  possible. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Can  you  not  eend  for  it  ? 

Witness — There  is  no  one  that  will  know  where  to  find  it 
but  myself. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Be  as  expeditions  as  possible.  [The 
witness  here  retired  from  the  stand,  and  soon  after  returned 
with  the  memorandum.] 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Managers  will  proceed. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Did  you  get  that  memorandum  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  you  paid  over  to  Mr,  Edmonds. 

A.  Two  hundred  and  eighty-seven  dollars  in  all. 

Q.  How? 

A.  Two  hundred  and  eighty-seven  dollars  in  all. 

Q.  When  were  these  payments  made  ? 

A.  One  hundred  and  five  dollars  was  paid  to  him  the  first 
of  Janiiary,  or  for  January  rather ;  one  hundred  and  seven 
dollars  for  February ;  seventy-five  dollars  for  March. 

Mr.  McGowan — Give  the  amounts  again — one  hundred  and 
five  dollars  in  January  ? 
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A.  One  hundred  andseven  for  February  and  seyenty-flve  for 
March. 
Mr.  Manager  Huston — You  furnish  the  money  to  buy  this 

SMip? 

A.  I  fnmished  most  of  it.    I  famished  all  in  February. 

Q.  How  ? 

A.  I  furnished  it. 

Q,  You  furnished  all  the  money  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q.  The  scrip,  then,  that  you  bought  while  you  was  Deputy 
nnder  Mr.  Edmonds,  you  bought  with  your  own  money, — ^tlio 
whole  of  it? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  cannot  say  that. 

Q.  Then  how  was  it  ?    Whose  money  did  you  use  ? 

A.  I  used  some  money  in  the  safe,  belonging  in  an  envelope, 
of  parties  that  I  cannot  remember  the  names  of;  that  bad 
been  there  for  some  lengtli  of  time, — for  years.  I  borrowed  it 
from  the  envelope  whenever  I  had  occasion.  When  I  hadn  't 
money  enough  of  my  own,  it  was  borrowed  from  that  envelope, 

Q.  Now,  what  was  the  talk  of  taking  that  money,  that  you 
had  with  Edmonds, 

A.  I  gave  him  full  information  of  the  amount  there,  and  he 
gave  me  full  liberty  to  use  it 

Q.  How  much  was  the  amount  in  the  safe  ? 

A.  I  cannot  be  positive,  but  I  think  somewhere  from  ten 
to  twelve  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  How  much  did  yoa  ever  use  ? 

A.  I  did  not  use,  perhaps,  not  half  of  it  any  one  time. 

Q.  You  used  it  and  then  returned  it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  in  regard  to  this  scrip,  I  don't  know  as  I  under- 
stood you  fully  about  how  you  managed  to  take  Hp  lands  with 
it.  Will  you  just  explain  again  when  a  party  has  ordered 
lands? 

A.  The  only  way  I  can  explain  it  is,  that  if  a  man  sends 
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money  to  the  o£Bce  to  purchase  scrip,  we  take  the  money, 
and  forward  scrip  to  pay  for  the  land  with. 

Q,  State  whetlier  there  was  any  occasion  after  you  were  ia 
there  after  the  first  of  January,  1871,  while  you  were  in  there, 
in  which  money  was  sent  for  lands,  and  the  money  was  kept 
and  the  lands  paid  for  in  scrip  ? 

A.  My  recollections  are  that  one  or  two  such  occasions 
occurred,  but  I  cannot  state  when  or  at  what  time. 

Q.  Did  n't  such  occasions  occur  along  occasionally  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  pursued  the  same  course  nuder  Edmonds  you  had 
before  ? 

A.  Yps,  sir,  always. 

Q.  Keeping  the  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  the  invariable  practiee. 

Q.  By  the  direction  of  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  times  did  you  use  the  money  in  the  safe,  that 
is,  you  did'nt  return  the  same  money,  but  it  was  used  and 
returned,  the  same  amount? 

A.  At  different  times,  small  amounts;  I  cannot  tell;  but 
not  at  any  one  time  any  amount  that  I  can  specify.  I  don't 
know.  K I  had  means  of  my  own  I  used  them  to  purchase 
the  scrip.  If  I  happened  to  fall  short  in  the  purchase  of-them, 
I  borrowed  it  from  those  envelopes,  and  as  soon  as  it  was  sold 
returned  it. 

Q.  How  were  those  envelopes  marked  ?  Were  they  marked 
to  whom  they  belonged? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  every  one  of  them. 

Q.  Tell  US  how  there  came  to  be  that  amount  of  money  in 
the  ^e  P 

A.  Much  of  it  was  there  before  I  went  ioto  the  office, — had 
been  there  for  some  time, — and  the  other  was  payment  for 
interest  or  taxes  or  something  where  men  could  not  be  found. 
It  had  been  left  there.  ISo  one  had  called  for  it,  and  we  could 
not  find  where  it  belonged.    It  had  been  continued  from  one 
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G<)mmiBsioiier  to  another  for  a  number  of  years,  and  receipts 
being  given  always, 

Q.  Ib  n't  it  your  practice,  if  any  one  sends  money  there  to 
pay  taxes,  or  interest,  if  they  send  more  than  the  amount 
required,  to  return  the  balance  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  always  done  when  it  can  be  done, 

P.  That  is  the  rule  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  divided  the  profits  of  the  scrip  speculation 
for  three  months,  and  you  was  in  the  office  five  months  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  profits  the  last  two  months  ? 

A.  I  kept  it  to  myself. 

Q.  So  that  the  profits  of  these  two  months  are  not  included 
in  the  amount  you  have'  stated  here  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  commenced  a  suit 
against  you  ? 

A.  He  did. 

Mr.  Shipman — One  momenL  I  do  not  know  what  the 
object  of  this  testimony  is  now,  and  until  there  shall  be  some 
explanation  we  shall  object  to  it,  as  the  record  would  be  the 
better  evidence  of  what  was  claimed  in  that  case;  still  we  do 
not  wish  to  seem  technical. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  simply  desire  to  show  that  Mr. 
Edmonds  claimed  a  half  interest  in  the  speculation,  and  com- 
menced a  suit  in  the  circuit  court  of  this  county, 

Mr.  Shipman — We  will  waive  the  objection,  if  that  is  the 
object 

A.  I  suppose  that  is  what  it  is  for.     ITe  so  stated. 

Q,  Mr.  Edmonds  so  stated  to  you  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  He  said  he  should  commence  a  suit  against  me. 

Q.  Well,  did  he  ?    Were  there  any  papers  served  upon  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Has  the  case  been  brought  to  trial  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — The  Managers  will  proceed  as  rapidly 
as  possihle. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosveuor — The  testimony  of  this  witness  is 
BO  mixed  up  with  other  articles  that  we  are  forbidden  to  offer, 
■that  it  is  a  little  difficult  to  get  at  the  testimony. 

Q.  In  regard  to  this  Bcrip  trade,  will  you  state  whether  the 
Commissioner  had  iiny  local  ugents  in  any  of  the  northern 
counties  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  any,  sir, 

Q.  Who  were  furnished  scrip  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  N.  J.  Wilder  of  Tuscola 
county  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  selling  scrip  to  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  in  most  of  the  northern  counties  the 
business  has  been  so  arranged  that  there  are  local  ageots,  who 
are  acting  for  the  purpose  of  selling  lands  that  get  their  scrip 
directly  from  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  I  suppose  they  call  themselves  agents. 

Q.  Don't  they  advertise,  and  claim  to  act  as  agents  of  the 
State? 

A.  I  believe  Mr.  Wilder  does. 

Q.  Well,  isn't  that  the  fact  in  other  counties  ? 

A.  I  presume  bo,  sir.  I  am  not  positive,  however,  aa  to 
that.  I  am  not  positive. 

Mr.  Shipman — What  Commissioner  is  that— do  you  refer  to 
Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Yes  air. 

Q.  Mr.  Wilder  claimed  to  be  acting  as  the  agent  for  the 
sale  of  swamp  lands,  while  Mr.  Edmonds  was  Commissioner  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wilder  often  sent  to  me,  as  Deputy  Commissioner  of 
the  office,  to  purchase  lands  for  parties;  that  is,  he  acted  for 
them. 
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Q.  And  who  furnished  him  his  scrip  ? 

A.  I  have,  I  think,  from  that  time  to  this. 

Q.  Now,  what  was  scrip  worth  on  the  first  of  January,  1871  ? 

A-  It  Taried  in  price  somewhat. 

Q,  Well,  as  near  as  you  can  remember,  what  was  it  worth  ? 

A.  Perhaps  at  that  time  it  was  bought  at  about  seventy-five 
cents;  that  would  be  my  recollection. 

Q.  Worth  about  how  much  ? 

A.  I  think  about  seventy-five  cents  on  the  dollar. 

Q;  At  the  time  you  entered  into  this  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Edmonds,  and  made  the  explanation  you  made  to  him,  did 
you  call  his  attention  to  the  law  in  regard  to  what  should  be 
done  with  the  money  that  was  received  for  ewamd  lands  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  think  we  looked  the  law  over  fully  in  regard 
to  the  Bale  and  purchase  of  swamp  lands ;  that  is  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Q.  You  think  you  looked  it  over  fully  ? 

A  Yea,  sir.  I  don't  know  whether  I  called  his  attention  to 
it  fully.  I  don't  remember.  I  know  the  law  was  looked  at,  at 
different  times,  in  regard  to  the  sale  and  purchase  of  swamp 
land  and  scrip. 

Q.  You  think  it  was  fully  understood  at  the  time  this 
srrangement  was  made  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am  quite  sure  it  was. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  law  passed  in 
1869, — the  graduation  act, — and  have  you  state  when  the  public 
Bale  was  under  that  act,  if  yon  remember. 

A.  Well,  without  reference  to  the  books,  I  can  only  say  that 
it  was  in  the  fall,     I  think  in  November,  1869. 

Q.  In  the  fall  of  18G9  ? 

A.  I  think  so.    Yes  sir. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  can  you  state  what  the  price  of  swamp  land 
wa«  per  acre  at  the  time  yon  were  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Ten  shillings.  I  mean  at  the  time  of  the  sale  of  swamp 
land,  we  sold  for  ten  shillings  an  aero. 

Q.  Yes.    But  under  the  graduation  act  how  waa  it? 
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A.  Ab  graduated,  they  were  put  in  market  at  six  dollars  aa 
acw?,  and  graduated  every  six  months.  The  first  six  montha 
graduated  at  four  dollars ;  the  next  eis  months  at  two,  I  think. 

Q.  Well,  did  they  gr<iduate  any  lower  tnan  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  those  lauds  that  were  offered. 

Q.  Those  lands,  then,  remained  at  two  dollars  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  whether  there  was  any  land  at  the 
time  you  left  the  office,  the  first  of  Jane,  that  the  minimum 
was  higher  than  ten  shillings  or  two  dollars.  These  swamp 
lands,  I  mean  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  know  what  you  mean.  My  recollections  are  that 
these  lands  were  selling  at  four  dollars  an  acre.  I  don't 
remember  whether  they  graduated  to  two, — those,  or  not. 

Q.  Yon  don't  recollect,  then  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  without  referring  to  the  books. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Bush,  at  Saginaw 
City? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  his  having  any  transactions  with  the 
office  in  lands,  in  the  year  1871,  while  yon  was  Deputy  Com- 


A.  He  was  often  in  the  office  looking  up  and  caring  for 
lands  that  he  had  been  looking  up  for  other  parties,  and  some 
for  himself. 

Q.  How? 

A.  I  think  lie  had  some  lands  selected  for  himself,  and  for 
other  parties.    He  was  often  in  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  looking  up  lands  for 
Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  am  not  aware  that  he  looked  a  foot  for  him,  personally. 

Q.  Personally  ? 

A.  Personally,  I  am  not  aware  that  he  looked  a  foot  of  land 
for  him. 

Q.  How  are  you  aware  of  it  ? 

A.  Only  from  hearsay. 
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Mr,  Shipman — One  moment.  If  it  ia  hearsay,  we  object  to 
it 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — The  witness  wilt  state  his  own  per- 
son^ knowledge. 

Witnesa, — I  don't  know,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Barnard's  having  landa 
marked  as  reserved,  in  different  parties'  names,  that  he  WiS 
interested  in,  in  the  year  1871  ? 

A.  I  have  no  eneh  knowledge. 

Q.  You  have  no  such  knowledge  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  And  no  knowledge  of  his  furnisbing  plats  to  Mr.  Bash, 
for  the  purpose  of  looking  up  landa  ? 

A.  No,  Bir,  I  have  not 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  all  we  think  of,  afc  present. 
You  can  take  the  witness. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — Have  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
any  questions  ? 

Mr,  McGowan — Yes,  sir, 

E.  H.   PORTER  RE-EXAMINBD. 

By  Mr,  McGowan : 

Q.  Mr,  Porter,  what  were  your  duties  in  the  office  as  Deputy 
Commissioner  ? 

A.  A  general  supervision  of  the  office, 

Q.  What  fees  are  received,  if  any,  by  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  For  plats,  and  for  field-notes.  We  do  not  call  these  field 
notes  fees, — field-notes  of  the  different  counties. 

Q.  About  what  would  be  the  value  of  the  fees  reneived  for 
plats  and  field  notes  during  a  month?  What   would  they 


A.  Oh,  perhaps  a  hundred  dollars, — perhaps  less,  and  perhaps 
more — sometimes  but  very  little,  and  othef  months  more — 
more  or  less.    I  have  no  idea,    I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Were  fees  received  from  these  sources  by  the  office  pre- 
vious to  Mr.  Edmonds'  administration  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  Who  had  charge  of  those  fees  when  they  came  into  the 
office? 

A.  They  came  into  my  hands. 

Q.  As  Deputy  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? 

A.  I  tept  them  until  the  end  of  the  month  and  deposited 
them. 

Q.  Whero  did  you  keep  them  ? 

A.  Kept  them  in  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  I  think  in  the  safe,  or  in  the  drawer,  locked.  Sometimes 
in  the  safe,  and  sometimes  in  the  drawer. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  account  of  them  ? 

A.  Ko,  Sir. 

Q.  Never  did  ? 

A.  Never  made  any  account.  Never  itemizing  the  amounts. 
Neyer  gave  any  items. 

Q.  Was  there  any  book  in  which  a  record  was  kept  of  the 
fees  of  the  office  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Was  there  any  previous  to  Mr.Edmonds' administration  P 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Was  there  any  kept  after  he  came  into  the  office. 

A.  After  a  certain  length  of  time.    I  cannot  tell  when,  now. 

Q,  "Who  commenced  that  hook  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Well,  who  prepared  the  book?  Who  made  the  first  entries? 

A.  I  presume  I  did, — I  don't  remember.  I  think  I  probably 
did. 

Q.  By  whose  direction  ? 

A.  By  Mr.  Edmonds'. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  some  field-notes  were  made  for 
Bronchi  county,  in  the  spring  after  Mr.  Edmonds  came  into 
office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  that  the  county  paid  for 
those  notes  ? 

A,  I  do  not,  the  exaet  amount, — something  over  a  hundred 
dollars,  I  think. 

Q.  Was  it  not  over  a  hundred  and  fifty  dollars? 

A.  I  could  not  state  positively  the  amount;  it  was  over  a 
hundred  dollars.    I  don't  know  the  amount. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  Mr.  Edmonds  brought  the 
money  back  personally,  and  gave  it  to  you  ? 

A.  From  Branch  County  ? 

Q.  Yes,  6ir. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  doo't  know.    I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  that  it  was  in  March  ? 

A.  I  could  not  swear,  sir,  positively,  when  it  was ;  it  might 
have  been, 

Q,  Yon  think  it  was  over  a  hundred  dollars? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Yon  say  that  the  fees  from  these  sources  ivei'c  paid  into 
the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  every  month  ? 

A.  Yes  sir,— no,  I  said  the  fees  for  plats. 

Q,  The  fees  for  plats  ? 

A.  I  said  the  fees  for  plats. 

Q.  Don't  you  include  the  fees  for  field-notes,  too  ? 

A.  I  don't  call  those  fees ;  those  are  not  fees. 

Q.  Well,  the  moneys  received  from  that  source  ?  we  won't  be 
technical  about  it. 

A.  I  said  just  as  I  say  now,  that  the  fees  for  plats  were  paid 
in  at  the  end  of  the  month. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  moneys  that  were  received  ? 

A,  They  were  held,  sir ;  those  that  were  handed  to  me  were 
kept  in  the  safe. 

Q,  I  ask  you,  generally  what  became  of  the  money  that  was 
received  now,  from  fiekl-notes  that  were  furnished  to  counties  ? 
41 
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A.  Many  of  them  were  never  received  uotil  the  end  of  the 
year,  and  paid  in.  We  bad  to  trust  out  nearly  every  county; 
times  they  were  paid, 

Q.  It  don't  make  any  difference  when  they  were  received ; 
what  was  done  with  the  moneya  when  they  were  received? 

A.  Always  went  into  the  Treasury,  sir;  every  dollar  of  it. 

Q.  When  ? 

A,  I  can't  tell  yon  when  ;  whenever  I  saw  fit  to  put  it  in, 

Q.  Was  it  put  in  regularly,  at  the  end  of  each  month  ? 

A.  Whatever  there  was  on  hand ;  not  at  the  end  of  each 
month, — it  was  not  usually. 

Q.  How  much  money  was  paid  into  the  Treasury  at  the  end 
of  the  month,  in  which  you  had  received  this  one  hundred 
dollars  from  Branch  county  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell.    I  don't  know. 

Q.  No  recollection  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell  positively  the  amount,    I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Dop't  you  recollect  that  it  was  less  than  one  hundred 
dollars  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  how  much  it  was.  It  might  hare  been 
more  than  that,  so  far  as  my  recollection  is.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Did  yon  beep  the  fees  received  from  plats,  and  the  fees 
received  from  field-notes,  separate. 

A.  Always, 

Q.  Where  did  you  keep  the  fees  received  from  plats  ? 

A,  Kept  them  in  the  drawer,  usually  ? 

Q.  Where  did  yon  keep  those  received  from  fleld-notea  ? 

A.  In  the  safe. 

Q,  And  you  say  that  always  the  fees  received  from  plate 
were  put  into  the  Treasury. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  received  from  field-notes  was  not  ? 

A.  Well,  not  generally.  Sometimes  it  was  put  in  and  some- 
times it  was  not ;  but  not  generally, — not  at  the  end  of  the 
montb. 
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Q.  Why  waen't  it  put  in  regalarly  ? 

A.  Well,  it  waa  very  seldom  received. 

Q.  Waaituse^  for  any  purpose? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  was  not  used  for  any  purpose. 

Q.  Do  you  rembmber  the  fact  of  having  a  couversalion  -with 
the  Commisaioner  in  April,  after  these  fees  were  received  from 
Branch  county,  eoncerning  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Dida't  he  then  ask  you  to  explain  how  it  came  that 
there  wm  so  little  money  put  into  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of 
March? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Don't  you  remember  now  that  he  claimed  that  there  was 
less  than  a  hundred  dollars — some  eighty  odd  dollars  only — 
paid  in  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  sir,  whether  he  claimed  that  or  not. 
He  claimed  that  this  had  not  been  paid  in. 

Q.  Don't  you  recollect  that  there  was  less  than  a  hundred 
dollars  paid  in  at  the  end  of  March  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  what  amount  was  paid  in. 

Q.  What  is  yonr  best  recollection  coueerning  it  ? 

A,  Whatever  the  amount  was  that  was  paid  in,  the  record 
will  show,    I  cannot  tell  yon. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  no  record  kept  ? 

A.  The  Treasarer  always  keeps  a  record  of  the  amount  of 
money  he  receives, 

Q.  But  whether  the  amount  that  you  receive  was  put  in 
there ; — there  is  no  record  of  that,  is  there  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  had  retained  a  portion  of  that  plat  money,  would 
there  be  any  way  to  discover  it,  from  the  records  of  the  office  ? 

A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  I  ask  you  the  question. 

A.  No,  sir,  there  would  be  no  record. 

Q.  There  would  be  no  way  to  discover  it,  would  there  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  WoTild  not  that  have  been  true  also,  if  you  bad  retained 
a  portion  of  the  funds  received  from  field  notes? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  would  not. 

Q.  What  method  would  there  have  been  of  discovering  the 
amount  retained  by  yon,  if  you  had  chosen  to  have  retained  a 
portion  of  that  and  not  paid  it  into  the  Treasury  ? 

A,  Kept  an  account  with  whatever  county  we  did  busineas 
with.  Very  many  counties  did  not  pay.  By  the  law  they 
were  got  whenever  the  board  of  supervisors — 

Q.  You  kept  an  account  with  the  county  ? 

A.  I  kept  a  private  account  with  each  county. 

Q.  Oh,  a  private  acoount  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  this,  Mr.  Porter,  whether  there  was  anything 
in  the  ofBce  by  which  it  could  be  discovered,  on  the  ofHcial 
record,  if  you  choss  to  retain  a  part  of  the  moneys  ? 

A.  Nothing  on  the  official  record. 

Q.  You  kept  no  uccount  of  the  fees  received  from  field- 
notes? 

A.  No,  sir,  never. 

Q.  As  an  officer  no  official  account  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

A.  Now,  sir,  will  you  state  what  that  conversation  was 
between  you  and  the  Commissioner  concerning  this  money 
received  from  Branch  county,  the  first  of  April. 

A.  I  think  ho  asked  me  why  that  money  was  not  paid  in,  or 
where  it  was.  I  told  him  the  money  was  in  the  safe.  He  re- 
quested that  I  should  pay  it  in  immediately,  into  the  hands  of 
the  Treasurer,  and  I  immediately  done  so.  It  lay  in  the  safe 
all  the  time. 

Q.  Did  yon  tell  him  then  that  he  was  rather  particular? 

A.  Perhaps  I  did.    I  don't  remember  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Did'nt  you  tell  him  then  that  General  Pritchard  allowed 
you  to  keep  that  money  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  Now,  sir,  didn't  yon  tell  him  that  you  thought  he  uuder- 
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stood  that  matter,  and  that  yon  kept  a  portion  of  that  money 
from  time  to  time  and  used  it  for  the  purchase  of  scrip  ? 

A.  Nothing  except  the  money  in  those  envelopes. 

Q.  I  don't  mean  that  you  kept  it  to  use  for  yonrself.  Didn't 
yon  keep  it  to  use  for  tlie  purpose  of  buying  scrip  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  used  a  dolhir  of  field-notes  mon- 
eys for  the  purchase  of  scrip.  I  don't  remember  that  I  ever 
need  a  dollar  of  it. 

Q.  Didn't  you  borrow  it  from  the  iield-uotes  fund  to  use 
for  that  purpose  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  never  borrowed  a  dollar  from  that  fund  to 
purchase  scrip  with. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  you  may  state  about  what  the  average 
waa  of  the  amount  paid  to  the  Treasurer  per  month  during 
the  fiscal  year  1870. 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  amount. 

Q.  I  mean  from  these  aonrcos. 

A.  You  mean  from  all  sources  ? 

Q.  No,  sir.    I  mean  from  the  maps,  charts,  and  field-notes. 

A.  I  don't  remember,  sir,  without  referring  to  the  books. 

Q.  Give  us  your  best  recollection.  "Was  there  a  hundred  dol- 
lars a  month,  on  an  average,  paid  in  ? 

A.  More  than  that  average,  sir,  considerable, 

Q.  The  books  will  show,  do  you  think,  a  hundred  and  fifty  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  should  rather  refresh  myself  from  the  record. 
I  can't  be  sure  now. 

Q.  Was  it  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  ? 

A,  I  can't  tell  you.    I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  as  much  as  that  ? 

A,  I  think  the  first  year,  1870,  was  sometliing  like  eighteen 
hundred  dollars.    I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  what  the  montlily  average  was,  paid 
into  tlie  Treasury,  from  these  sources  ? 

A.  Well,  it  would  average  a  hundred  dollars  or  over. 

Q.  Now,  sir,  -is  it  not  a  fact  that  at  the  close  of  the  last 
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month  of  the  fiscal  year  of  1870,  that  you  paid  into  the  Treaa- 
nry^from  these  sources,  nearly  two  thonaand  dollars  in  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,    I  think  so. 

Q.  Was  not  that  from  moneys  that  yoii  had  reserved  from 
field-notes  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  That  was  from  moneys  that  I  worked  very  hard 
to  collect  up  from  the  different  counties  for  making  field-notes, 
that  I  had  trusted, — some  of  them  for  over  a  year. 

Q.  When  was  it  received  ? 

A.  It  was  received  nearly  the  Jast  of  the  year.  Most  all  of 
it  nearly  the  last  of  the  year,  at  different  times. 

Q.  In  this  conversation  alluded  to  did  you  not  tell  Mr 
Edmonds  that  whenever  you  were  short  of  money  for  the  pur- 
chase of  scrip,  that  you  had  been  in  the  habit  of  nsing  portions 
of  that  money  received  from  fleld-iiotes  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  ever  tilling  him  anything  in  regard 
to  that.    I  do  in  regard  to  the  other  moneys, — moneys  in  the 


Q.  What  is  your  best  recollection  of  telling  him  about  that; 
about  using  the  moneys  received  from  field-notes  ? 

A.  I  never  told  him  anything  about  it,  I  don't  think,  at  all. 
I  don't  remember  that  I  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  when  you  paid  in  the  money  at  the  end  of 
the  month,  received  from  plats,  why  did  n't  you  pay  in  the  one 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  received  from  field-notes,  from 
Branch  county. 

A.  It  was  left  ia  the  safe. 

Q.  Why  did  n't  you  pay  it  to  the  Treasurer  ? 

A.  Because  we  had  not  been  in  the  habit  of  paying  it  until 
a  certain  amount,  perhaps  a  thousand  dollars,  had  been 
received  for  fleld-not^s;  it  was  then  paid  into  the  Treasury. 
There  was  no  specified  time  to  pay  it  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  Why  did  you  hold  it? 

A.  I  can't  give  you  any  special  reason  why. 

Q.  You  had  been  in  the  habit  of  holding  it  until  it  was 
about  a  thousand  dollars  ? 
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A.  Oh,  we  held  it  until  wc  got  ready  to  put  it  iu,  at  different 
times,  sometimes  collected  it  from  three  or  four  counties  and 
perhaps  then  transferred  it.  There  was  during  the  last  year, 
during '69  or  "?0, — I  have  almost  forgotten  the  jeai', — this  year 
that  yoa  speak  of,  where  this  amount  was  handed  in,  the  most 
of  it  was  collected  during  the  last  two  months  of  the  year 
from  different  counties,  that  had  been  held  oyer,  some  of  it 
for  over  a  year. 

Q.  This  money  that  was  held  along  from  time  to  time,  that 
was  paid  in  for  field-notes,  do  yon  say  that  there  was  no  use 
made  of  it  at  all  ? 

A.  Not  a  dollar  was  used  of  any  money  that  Mr.  Edmonds 
handed  to  me  from  field-notes  from  Branch  county. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  you  that, — that  was  not  the  qne^stion  at  all 
I  asked  you  if  there  was  any  use  made  of  this  money,  which 
jou  held  from  time  to  time,  which  you  state  sometimes  accu- 
mnlated  to  a  thousand  dollars,  tor  any  purpose  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  never. 

Q.  Was  it  just  as  convenient  to  pay  that  money  into  the 
Treasury  as  it  was  to  pay  what  was  received  for  plats,  etc. 

A.  It  coiild  be  done. 

Q.  Why  did  you  pay  into  the  Treasury  regularly  at  the  end 
of  each  month  the  money  received  from  plats,  and  not  the 
money  received  from  field-notes? 

A.  Well,  sir,  that  was  an  account  for  the  fees  in  the  office 
that  we  returned  every  month  regularly. 

Q,  What  did  you  allow  that  money  to  accumulate  for  ? 

A.  We  never  did  to  any  amount,  sir,  until  the  last  of  the 
year,  the  close  of  the  year. 

Q.  Why  did  you  oppose  Mr.  Edmonds'  instruction  to  pay  it 
over  to  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Why  did  yon  charge  him  with  being  particular,  when 
he  wanted  it  paid  over? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Wait  one  moment.  I  do  not 
understand  that  the  witness  has  so  stated.    It  is  putting  a  pre- 
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samption  to  him  that  has  not  been  testified  aboiit.  I  under- 
stand that  very  great  latitude  has  been  given.  We  do  not 
propose  to  be  technical  at  all,  but  we  do  not  propose  to  have 
questions  put  to  witnesses  upon  a  presumption  that  he  has 
said  something  that  he  did  not  saj'. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  chair  understood  the  witness  to 
say,  in  his  cross-examination,  that  he  may  have  told  Mt. 
Edmonds  that  he  was  particular  about  it, — something  in  regard 
to  that. 

Witness— Well,  I  can't  remember  the  conversation  we  had 
together.  We  bad  a  general  conversation  there  with  regard 
to  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — He  asks  him  as  though  it  was  a 
positive  thing,  Why  did  yon  do  say  so  and  so  ?  I  think  that 
is  a  violation  of  the  rules. 

Mr.  McGowan — Perhaps  this  is  outside  of  the  examination 
in  chief,  and  I  have  -no  objection  to  bringing  it  fairly  within 
the  rule.  I  will  state  what  I  propose  to  show.  We  propose  to 
show,  as  a  part  of  our  case,  that  the  present  witness,  who  was 
then  Deputy,  as  he  says,  kept  baek  these  fees  from  field-notes 
and  from  plats,  both  without  keeping  any  record  of  them 
whatever,  and  that  when  the  Commissioner  found  it  out  be 
censured  him  for  doing  it ;  that  he  charged  the  Commissioner 
with  being  particular,  aud  that  they  had  words,  and  out  of 
that  grew  an  ill-feeling  which  we  propose  to  show  existed 
between  the  Commissioner  and  the  Deputy,  the  present  wit- 
ness, showing  the  bias  of  the  witness  in  any  statements  lie  may 
make  here  before  the  Court. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane— As  I  understand  the  witness,  his 
answer  to  the  question  was,  that  he  may  have  told  him  so, 
that  he  may  have  made  the  remark  to  the  Commissioner,  to 
which  the  question  had  reference.  Now,  I  submit  that  the 
proper  form  of  question  is,  not,  "  why  you  told  liim  that,"  but 
"if  you  did  tell  him  so,  why  did  you  tell  him  so  ?  " 

Mr.  McGowau — I  am  willing  to  frame  the  question  in  that 
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Q.  If  you  stated  to  Mr.  Edmonds  that  he  was  too  particular, 
or  words  to  that  effect,  about  that  matter,  why  did  joa  say  so 
to  him? 

A.  I  said  so  in  general  terms  in  regard  to  his  ruliug,  iu 
regard  to  the  general  work  of  the  office ;  in  eTcrything  that  he 
had  done. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  him  too  particulor  'i 

A.  I  thought  he  was  changing  things  very  particularly. 

Q.  Did  n't  you  tell  him,  with  regard  to  these  moneys,  that 
you  kept  them  along  from  month  to  month,  or  a  portion  of 
them,  and  paid  them  in  at  the  end  of  the  year? 

A.  I  may  have  told  iiim  that.  I  don't  know  whether  I  did 
or  not.    I  presume  I  did.    I  haye  no  doubt  but  I  did. 

Q.  Didn't  you  then  take  him  to  the  books,  and  show  him 
how,  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  1870,  you  had  paid  in  about 
two  thousand  dollars,  showing  how  these  moneys  had  been 
kept? 

A.  I  may  have  done  so,  but  I  don't  remember  it. 

Q.  And  that  during  that  year  you  had  only  paid  in  a  small 
amount, — you  say  about  one  hundred  dollars  a  month  ?  You 
say  that  you  call  the  moneys  received  from  plats,  fees  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  call  money  received  from  field-notes? 

A,  This  is  payment  of  field-notes  of  counties. 

Q.  Why  are  they  not  fees,  the  same  as  those  rcoeived  from 
plata  ? 

A.  Well,  they  are  not  daily  fees  for  work  done  in  the  office ; 
they  are  work  that  it  takes  months  to  get  through,  many 
times ;  the  pay  is  not  received  for  months. 

Q.  Does  not  the  law  provide  that  there  shall  be  fees  paid  for 
fumishiiig  field-notes  ? 
A.  It  provides  that  they  shall  be  paid  into  the  Treasury. 
Q.  Is  there  any  difference  between  the  two  ? 
A,  I  am  not  aware  of  any. 
Q.  Not  aware  that  there  is  any  difference  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Then  are  you  aware  of  anj  law  that  would  require  you  to 
pay  in  the  plat  money,  and  not  the  field-notes  money,  into  the 
Treasury  ? 

A.    Not  any  special  law,  sir. 

Q,  Then  your  paying  tho  money  received  for  plats  into  the 
Treasury  and  withholding  that  received  from  field-notes  was 
simply  a  custom  that  grew  up  in  the  otlice  ? 

A.  It  was  our  hahit  to  hold  these  moneys  there  until  we  felt 
disposed  to  put  them  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  How  long  had  that  habit  prevailed  in  the  ofSce. 

A.  Well,  I  thiuk  we  had  been  making  field-notes  only  about 
a  year.    I  don't  remember  when  the  law  was  enacted. 

Q.  Had  it  prevailed  during  the  whole  year. 

A.  Well,  the  moneys,  that  amouut  that  you  speak  of  as 
being  paid  into  the  Treasury,  were  luoneys  that  were  mostly 
collected  during  the  last  two  or  three  months  of  that  year, 

Q.  But  whether  the  habit  of  retaining  this  money  had 
obtained  during  the  whole  of  the  fiscal  year  1870  ? 

A.  We  never  had  any  field-notes  until  about  the  date  of 
these  collections  from  field-notes;  there  might  have  been  some 
one  or  two  counties  that  have  not  paid  iu ;  they  never  were 
paid  in  many  of  them,  until  the  last  of  the  year. 

Q,  Will  you  state  when  the  account  first  commenced  of  the 
receipt  of  these  field-notes  and  plat  fees  ? 

A,  I  can't.    I  don't  remember. 

Q.  How  long  after  the  conversation  which  yon  had  with 
Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  Ask  that  (inestion  again ;  I  don't  understand  you. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  afterwards,  some  time  during  Mr.  Ed- 
monds' administration,  commenced  an  account  upon  one  of 
the  hooks  of  the  office  of  the  receipt  of  fees  from  plat  and  field- 
notes. 

A.  Not  from  plat  and  field-notes, — from  plats. 

Q.  Was  there  not  put  into  that  account  the  fees  received 
from  field-notes? 

A.  I  think  not.    That  is  my  recoDection. 
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Q.  la  it  not  one  of  the  very  first  entries  on  that  boob,  mon- 
eys receired  from  Branch  county  ? 
A.  I  would  not  say  positive,  for  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Just  refresh  your  memory  a  little. 

A.  I  can't  tell  without  referring  to  the  book. 

Q.  Are  yon  prepared  to  say  now,  that  the  account  does  not 
embrace  the  fees  received  from  field-notes  ? 

A.  It  is  possible  it  did,  after  we  commenced  making  that 
record;  but  when  it  was  first  put  to  me,  I  did  not  remember 
it,  but  I  think  now,  after  my  recollection  is  refreshed,  I  thint 
it  was,  now,  entered.  I  think  it  was  one  of  the  first  entries 
there  was. 

Q.  After  yoii  commenced  that  account? 

A,  I  think  so.  I  think  it  was  commenced  with  Branch 
county,  now,  come  to  refresh  my  memory  about  it. 

Q.  In  that  account  were  all  the  fees  received  from  plat  and 
field-notes  entered  ? 

A.  They  were,  I  gness.    I  think  so. 

Q.  After  the  commencement  of  that  account,  were  they  not 
paid  into  the  Treasury  regularly  at  the  end  of  each  month,  all 
the  fees  received  from  those  sources  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  while  I  was  there, 

Q,  When  did  you  leave  the  office  ? 

A.  I  left  the  office  the  first  of  June. 

Q.  3871? 

A.  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  a  conversation  with  the  Com- 
missioner about  the  6th  day  of  June,  after  leaving  the  office, 
in  his  office,  about  some  entries  that  should  have  been  made  in 
this  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  do. 

Q.  Who  was  present  ? 

A.  That  I  don't  remember.  Mr.  Barnard  I  think  was  there. 
I  don't  remember  who  was  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Tbomas  Smalley, 
of  Muskegon? 
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A.  I  knoTT  tliore  is  sucli  a  man ;  I  should  not  know  him  to 
see  him. 

Q.  Had  he  applied  previous  to  that  time  for  field-notea? 

A.  What  county  is  he  from  ? 

Q.  Muskegon. 

A.  Tee,  sir ;  I  think  he  had. 

Q.  Were  the  field-notes  furnished  him  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were. 

Q.  What  were  the  charges? 

A,  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Were  they  not  eisteen  dollars  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were. 

Q.  When  was  the  sixteen  dollars  for  these  field-notea  applied 
for  by  Smalley,  paid  to  the  office? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  sir, 

Q.  In  the  conversation  which  joii  mentioned  about  the  6th 
of  June,  was  there  any  talk  between  you  and  the  Commis- 
sioner concerning  this  man  Smalley,  the  fees  that  he  paid  to 
the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was;  he  accused  me  of  stealing  the  money, 
said  it  had  been  paid,  and  I  stole  the  money ;  that  was  hie 
accusation. 

Q.  That  was  the  conversation  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.   Yon  did  not  do  any  talking  ? 

A.  I  generally  do. 

Q.  Very  well,  if  you  said  anything  at  that  time,  it  would 
probably  form  a  part  of  the  conversation.    Please  give  it  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  what  I  did  say  to  him,  sir.  I  don't 
remember.  I  denied  it  and  told  him  the  facts  in  the  case  just 
as  it  was.    I  don't  remember  what  ^v&s  said. 

Q.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  those  fees  of  sixteen  doUara  were  paid 
in  a  postoffice  order  ? 

A-  So  it  seemed  afterwards. 

Q.  Well,  it  was  a  fact  that  it  was  paid  ? 

A.  It  was  a  fact  which  I  found  out  afterwards. 
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Q,  You  received  the  order  ? 

A.  I  presume  so,  sir,  as  I  found  my  name  signed  to  the  order. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  the  money  on  that  order  iit  the 


A.  I  don't  remember.    I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Didn't  you  receive  it  the  twenfcy-aixtli  of  April  ? 

A,  I  could  not  say  wiiether  I  did  or  not.  I  don't  know 
when  I  did  receive  it.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  toaay 
without  reference. 

Q,  Referring  back  to  the  conversation,  do  yon  not  recollect 
that  by  an  examination  of  the  books,  that  yon  had  received  it 
some  ten  or  twelve  days  after  the  hooks  were  opened.  I  meaa 
the  account  now  in  which  the  fees  for  plats  and  field-notes 
were  kept. 

A.  Please  state  that  again.    I  did  not  understand  it. 

Q.  Referring  back  to  the  conversation  which  you  had  with 
Mr.  Edmonds,  about  the  sixth  of  June,  I  ask  you  if  it  did  not 
there  appear,  from  the  books  in  the  office  at  that  time,  that 
you  had  received  the  money  on  this  postoflice  order,  ten  or 
twelve  days  after  the  opening  of  that  account  in  which  the 
money  should  have  been  entered  ? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  say  whetlier  I  did  or  not.  I  don't  know. 
I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Whether  the  date  of  your  receiving  tlie  money  at  the 
postoffice,  was  not  ten  or  twelve  days  after  the  opening  that 
account  on  the  books  of  the  office  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  sir.    I  can't  tell  you  what  time  ic  was. 

Q.  Yoii  dou't  remember? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  the  fact  that  that  item  did  not  appear 
in  that  account  ? 

A.  I  remember  that  fact. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  fact  that  it  should  have  appeared 
inthe  account? 

A.  I  BO  stated  to  Mr,  Edmonds  at  the  time,  I  think.  He 
had  also  written  a  letter  to  Mr.  Smalley,  asking  him  if  it  had 
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been  made,  or  taken,  as  I  had  the  account  mixed  in  some  way 
that  I  could  not  understand  it. 

Q.  Then,  from  your  investigations  of  the  books,  did  you 
ascertain  that  the  money  was  still  in  your  hands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  you  say  that  Mr.  Edmonds  charged  you  at  that 
time  with  stealing  the  money  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "Were  there  some  hot  words  used  on  both  sides  at  that 
time? 

A,  I  presume  there  were. 

Q.  State  whether  you  ma<le  any  threats  towards  Mr. 
Edmonds,  and  if  so,  what  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  making  any  threats.  I  don't 
remember  what  was  said, 

Q.  Did  the  Commissioner  at  that  time  tell  you  that  he 
wanted  you  to  pay  the  money  over  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  would  pay  him  when  you  got 
ready? 

A.  I  Don't  know  but  I  did.  I  paid  it  to  him  when  he  told 
me  to. 

Q.  Didn't  he  then  tell  you  that  you  must  pay  it  over  by 
five  o'clock  the  next  evening,  or  he  would  make  you  pay  it  ? 

A.  He  may  have  told  me  so ;  I  don't  remember  the  conver- 
sation that  passed  between  us ;  I  could  not  tell  you  the  words, 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  fact  that  you  came  in  tJie  next 
morning,  and  laid  it  down  on  his  desk  ? 

A.  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Didn't  you  then  and  there,  in  that  conversation,  tell  Mr. 
Edmonds  that  you  would  see  that  he  was  ousted  from  his 
office,  or  words  to  that  effect  'i 

A.  Not  that  I  remember,  sir.    No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  him  then  that  he  would  not  be  in  ofQce 
again. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did,  and  I  don't  know  but  I  did;  1 
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annot  tell  jou  what  I  did  say,  I  don't  remember  the  eonver- 
Bation  that  passed  between  us. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  think  the  conversatioQ  was  in  the 
presence  of  Barnard? 

A.  I  ant  inchned  to  think  he  was  present,  I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  Was  not  Robinson,  the  chief  clerk,  there  also, 

A.  He  might  have  been ;  I  don't  remember  who  waa  pi-eaent; 
I  could  not  say. 

Q.  You  think  there  was  something  said,  do  yon,  about  the 
oEBce, — about  hia  not  being  an  officer  again? 

A.  The  general  conversation  between  us  both,  or  what  the 
conyereation  waa  word  for  word,  or  the  whole,  I  can't  remember, 

Q.  Whether  there  waa  anything  said,  whether  yon  have  any 
recollection  of  anything  being  said  about  his  not  holding  the 
office  afterwards? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  saying  any  such  thing,  I  might 
have  said  it.    I  don't  remember  that  I  did,  however. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  do  you  know  a  young  man  in  the  office  by 
the  name  of  Merritt  Lewis. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Romeyn — Mr.  President,  the  Gentlemen  Managers  have 
called  my  attention  to  the  fact,  that  the  Senate  has  not  yet 
made  provision  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  and  fees  of  the 
witnesses.  I  understand  from  the  counsel  for  the  respondent, 
that  the  cross- examination  of  the  witness  now  upon  the  stand 
will  last  some  time  longer,  and  I  therefore,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  proper  provision  for  these  expenses,  move  that  the 
Senate  chamber  be  cleared,  and  that  we  proceed  to  consider 
the  subject. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Senate  chamber  was 
cleared  of  all  persons  except  the  Senators  and  officers  of  the 
Court  After  remaining  in  session  with  closed  doors  until 
twenty  minutes  before  five  o'clock,  the  doors  were  again 
opened,  and  the  following  proceedings  took  place : 

Mr.  Brigga — Mr.  President,  I  move  we  adjourn  until  to-mor- 
row morning. 
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The  Presiding  OflScer — I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  both 
the  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  impeachment  and  for  the 
respondent  understand  that  there  will  he  no  further  business 
done,  and  that  they  have  sent  their  witnesses  home. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — I  will  dall  for  a  division  upon  tiie  motion  to 
adjonni. 

Mr.  Ball — Mr.  President,  although  there  is  nothing  properly 
that  I  can  speak  upon  before  the  Senate,  I  would  like  to  make 
a.  suggestion,  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate.  Wc  have  been 
talking  about  the  hour  of  adjournment  audit  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Senators  that  wc  work  three  hours  in  the  fore- 
noon and  two  hours  in  the  afternoon, — from  nine  to  twelve  in 
the  morning,  and  from  two  to  four  in  tlie  afternoon, — and  the 
gentleman,  I  believe,  has  moved  to  adjourn  until  nine  o'clock 
in  the  morning. 

The  Presiding  Oflicer — There  was  a  division  called  for  upon 
the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  "Wheeler — I  move  to  adjourn  to  the  particular  hour  ot 
nine  o'clock. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  Third  moves 
that  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  now 
adjourn ;  upon  that  motion  a  division  is  called  for. 

Mr.  Wheeler— I  wish  to  inquire  if  we  can  amend  that  mo- 
tion by  adjourning  to  a  certain  time. 

The  Presiding  OfiBcer — The  motion  to  adjourn  takes  pre- 
cedence. 

A  Tote  being  taken  upon  the  motion  to  adjourn, 

The  motion  did  not  prevail. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  until  nine  o'clock  then  prevailed. 

The  Presiding  Oflicer  then  declared  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a 
Court  of  Impeachment,  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning 
at  nine  o'clock. 
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Friday,  A.  M..  May  -J,  1872. 

Tlie  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 

Roll  called :  quorum  pi-esent. 

Absent  without  leave:  Senators  Bennett,  Jenks,  and  Stod- 
dard. 

The  Presiding  Officer — A  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  present. 
The  following  communications  have  been  received,  which  the 
Secretary  will  read : 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

"  Lansing,  Mien.,  May  1, 1872. 
"Hon.  P.  H.  Emerson,  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate  : 

"  SiH — The  most  pressing  and  important  private  and  public 
business  render  it  imperative  for  me  to  resign  the  position  of 
Senator  of  the  Pourtli  Senatorial  District" 

'■"Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  ser^-ant, 

"S.  BROWNELL." 

Senator  Waterbury — I  asli  ivho  are  absent  without  leave  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer  — The  Secretary  will  inform  the 
Senator. 

The  Secretary  read  tlie  names  of  the  Senators  absent,  which 
were  as  follows :    Senators  Bennett,  Jenbs,  and  Stoddard. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — The  following  communication  has 
been  received,  which  will  be  read  by  the  Secretary : 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 
"Son.  P.  If.  Emerson,  President  pro  tern. 

"I  hereby  resign  my  position  as  State  Senator  for  the  10th 
District  of  Michigan. 

'^T.  G.  BENKETT, 

"Lansing,  May  1st,  1872." 

Senator  Wheeler — Mr.  President,  Senator  Stoddard  received 
a  telegram  yesterday,  that  his  son  was  very  ill,  and  reqaested 
me  to  ask  indefinite  leave  of  absence,  which  I  do. 

Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Senator  Stoddard. 
43 
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Senator  Wheeler — Mr.  President,  Mr.  Jenks  is  siclr  in  hia 
room  and  desires  leave  of  absence  for  the  day. 

Leave  of  absence  for  tlie  day  was  granted  to  Senator  Jenks. 

Senator  White — Mr.  President,  it  is  with  some  reluctance 
that  I  ask  leave  of  absence  from  and  after  Saturday,  the  4th. 
I  do  not  ask  this  on  matters  of  business,  bnt  on  account  of 
family  considerations. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted. 

The  Presiding  Oificer — When  the  Senate  adjourned  yester- 
day afternoon,  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  were  examining 


■  Eomeyn — Before  proceeding  further,  I  desire  to 
present  a  resolution  for  adjourament. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolution,  as  follows  r 

Ordered,  That  the  honrs  of  session  of  the  Senate  sitting  as 
a  Court  for  the  trial  of  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  now  pending, 
shall  be  from  9  o'clock  A,  M.  to  12  o'clock  M.,  and  from  a 
o'clock  to  4  o'clock  P.  M.,  on  each  day  of  the  trial,  unless 
otherwise  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

The  Presiding  officer— Are  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
ready  to  proceed  with  the  cross-examination  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — We  are. 

Senator  Wheeler — I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege. 

The  proceedings  of  yesterday  were  greatly  interrupted  by 
messenger  boys ;  there  is  not  care  enough  in  moving  about 
the  Hall.  It-  is  difficult  for  us  to  hear,  and  the  Chair  has 
experienced  some  difficulty  on  account  of  the  audience  com- 
ing in  and  going  out.  I  wish  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  and  the 
boys  would  take  a  little  more  care  in  this  matter  and  see  if 
they  cannot  be  a  little  more  quiet. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  officers  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
messenger  boys,  will  be  a  little  more  quiet  in  moving  about  the 
Senate,  and  the  audience  also  as  much  as  possible. 
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Mr.  McGowan — We  supposed  the  witness  would  be  on  hand 
this  morning,  as  his  examination  was  left  unfinished  yester- 
day. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  saw  the  witness  a  few  minutes 
before  nine  and  told  him  to  come  right  up.  I  supposed  he 
wonld  come. 

The  Presiding  OfBeer — Dunng  the  trial,  the .  Honorable 
Managers,  and  counsel  for  the  respondent,  wilt  see  that  the 
witnesses  are  here  and  take  their  places  on  the  stand,  promptly. 
I  would  suggest  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arma  be  sent  for  the 
witness. 

Mr.  Shipman — The  question  ■which  wo  were  to  take  up  this 
morning  was  regarding  the  admissibility  of  testimony  under 
the  8th,  9th,  and  11th  articles.  I  desire  to  state  that  we  shall 
raise  no  question.  I  desire  further  to  state  the  reason  why  we, 
as  lawyers,  of  course  were  anxious  to  try  this  iu  a  lawyer-like 
way;  to  raise  questions  in  the  order  iu  which  they  should  be 
raised  as  we  reach  them  in  the  trial  of  the  ease,  and  we  were 
anxious  to  see  that  no  precedents  should  be  established  that 
were  not  warranted  hy  the  laws  of  this  State  in  actions  of  this 
tind,  and  hoped  and  expected  to  take  the  matter  up  and  pre- 
sent it  as  we  reach  the  articles  in  question ;  but  we  are 
instructed  by  Mr.  Edmonds  not  to  raise  any  objections  to 
them,  and  I  don't  feel  at  liberty  to  disobey  his  instruction  in  the 
matter.  It  is  for  that  reason  we  don't  raise  the  qaestion  here. 
At  the  same  time,  when  the  evidence  is  in  and  the  testimony 
closed,  we  shall  then  claim  the  right  to  be  heard  on  these 
articles. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  announcement  tends  some- 
what to  disarrange  the  presentation  of  the  proofs,  because 
under  the  intimation  of  yesterday  we  gave  due  consideration 
to  meet  this  subject  this  morning,  and  witnesses  are  not  pre 
pared  as  they  were  day  before  yesterday.  We  may  ask  a  little 
indulgence  on  that  account,  in  the  manner  of  presenting  the 
testimony.     We  will  examine  such  witnesses  as  we  have  here. 
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but  may  perhaps  not  present  them  in  consecutive  form  as  ne 
had  planneO. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  would  suggest  to  the  Senators  that 
if  they  would  have  as  little  business  going  on  among  them- 
selves as  jiossible  when  the  witnesses  are  being  examined,  they 
will  have  but  little  occasion  to  call  on  the  messenger  boys,  and 
thereby  save  a  great  deal  of  rnuniug  around.  The  counsel  for 
the  respondent  will  proceed  with  the  cross-examination  of  the 
witness. 

E.  H.  Porter  again  took  the  stand. 

CKOSS-EXAMIKATION   OP   E,   H.   PORTER,   CONTISUED. 

Crosa-esaniination  continued  by  Mr.  McGowan ; 

Question.  When  did  you  first  commence  work  in  the  Land 
Office? 

Answer.  I  commenced  work  in  October,  18GG. 

Q.  In  what  capacity? 

A.  As  clerk. 

Q.  Under  whose  administration, — who  was  Deputy  ? 

A.  Mr  Hewitt  was  Commissioner;  he  had  no  Deputy. 

Q.  He  had  no  Deputy  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  work  in  the  office  as  clerh  ? 

A.  Until  July,  1867,— the  first  of  July. 

Q,  Then  what  capacity  did  you  work  in  'i 

A.  As  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q,  Who  was  Commissioner  at  that  time  'i 

A.  Gen.  B.  D.  Pritchard. 

Q.  How  long  had  Mr.  Pritchard  been  Commissioner  when 
yon  were  made  Deputy  ? 

A,  Since  the  first  of  January  of  that  year. 

Q.  TVom  January  to  July  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  he  a  Deputy  previous  to  your  Ijeing  appointed  as 
Deputy  ? 

A.  Mr,  Hewitt  was  his  Deputy. 
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Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  his  office  as  Deputy  Com- 
miseioner  ? 

A,  Daring  liis  term  of  olfice, — the  balance  of  tbcl'onr  years 
he  was  tliere. 

Q.  From  the  time  you  entered  the  ofEce  in  186ti,  nntil  the 
first  of  June  1871,  were  you  constantly  employed  in  the  Land 
Office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Under  what  Commiseionerawere  you  employed  ? 

A.  From  the  time  I  went  in  as  clerk  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Mr.  Hewitt  up  to  the  first  of  January,  and  by  Gen. 
Pritchard  from  the  first  of  January,  1867. 

Q.  And  then  Mr.  Edmonds? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  then  under  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  Now,  yon  spoke  yesterday  of  fees  that  were  received  from 
field-notes,  and,  if  I  reeoUeet  correctly,  stated  that  there  were 
no  such  fees  received  nntil  within  a  year  or  ao  ago.  Did  I 
understand  yon  rightly  ? 

A.  The  fees,  I  presnme,  were  received;  but  no  fees  were 
ordered  to  be  paid  into  the  office  until  1869. 

Q.  State  what  the  practice  was  about  fees  received  from 
field-notes  previous  to  the  time  they  were  ordered  to  be  paid 
into  the  Treasury, 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  don't  know  what  the  practice  waa,^really,  1 
cannot  tell  you.    I  don't  know  as  any  was  made, 

Q.  Were  there  any  moneys  received  from  that  source  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  don't  know  that  I  want  to  object 
to  the  testimony,  but  I  would  like  to  have  the  counsel  state  for 
what  purpose  they  make  this  examination. 

Mr.  McGowan— Very  willingly.  Mr.  President,  we  desire,  so 
far  as  we  can,  to  get  at  the  practices  of  the  office  previous  to 
the  administration  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  so  far  as  they  may  bear 
upon  the  iidministi'ation  of  Mr.  Edmonds, — any  practices  that 
have  any  bearing  at  all  upon  liis  administration,  which  may  be 
involved  in  the  issue  here  before  the  Court    I  propose  to  show 
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here,  by  this  witness,  that  the  practice  of  receiving  fees  from 
field-notes  commenced  long  previous  to  the  law  of  1869;  and 
it  was  then  appropriated,  by  the  Commiasioner  or  his  Deputy, 
to  their  own  personal  use.  That  on  and  after  the  operation  of 
the  law  of  1809,  the  money  was  ordered  to  be  paid  into  tie 
Treasury;  and  that  the  law  that  required  the  money  from 
plats  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury,  also  required  the  money 
from  field-notea  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury,  designating  the 
money  from  both  sources  as  fees.  And  after  that  law  came 
into  operation,  that  the  practice  that  had  existed  previous  to 
if^  of  at  least  using  moneys  for  personal  ends,  a  portion  of  it 
still  continued  until  the  administration  of  Mr.  Edmonds;  that 
when  he  ascertained  that  to  be  the  fact,  that  he  ordered  this 
witness,  the  Deputy,  to  pay  the  moneys  over  to  the  Treasury 
as  fast  as  they  accumulated;  and  that  out  of  that  grew  the 
ill-feeling  that  culminated  in  the  discharge  of  this  Deputy. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — It  would  evidently  appear  that  the 
respondent  was  to  make  liis  case  or  a  portion  of  it  on  the 
crosa-exami  nation  of  the  people's  witnesses.  For  the  purpose 
of  taving  time  we  will  allow  it  to  be  taken,  but  hope  that  the 
Senate  will  remember  that  we  are  entitled  to  take  a  witness 
and  cross-examine  him  on  these  matters,  as  though  he  was 
their  witness.  They  simply  make  him  their  witness.  It  is  not 
a  cross-examination.  We  are  not  bound  by  ifc,  but  may  cross- 
examine  these  iffitnesses  upon  some  matters.  But  if  they 
interrogate  him,  it  is  not  to  be  ia.ken  as— 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Honorable  Manager  makes  no 
reservation. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — No,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — We  wish  fco  have  it  understood  that 
this  witness  now  is  not  our  witness.  They  have  a  right 
to  show  the  iil  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  witness,  to  show  the 
witness's  feelings  which  already  existed,  but  not  to  show  how  it 
originated  aa  far  as  any  of  his  circumstances  may  have  any 
bearing  in  the  ease;  and  the  answers  in  the  case  are  the 
witness's  and  not  belonging  to  the  respondent. 
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Mr,  McGowan — We  do  not  propose  to  take  the  answers  of 
the  witness  and  be  bound  by  them ;  nor  do  we  propose  to 
examine  him  as  our  own  witness.  We  do  not  think  we  are 
ontside  flie  rules  of  cross-examination  in  any  court.  It  will 
l)e  recollected  on  the  examination  yesterday,  in  chief,  lie  was 
asked  in  regard  to  the  practices  of  the  office.  He  said  he 
explained  this  to  Mr.  Edmonds  about  the  first  or  second  week 
of  Mr.  Edmonds'  official  term.  He  went  on  to  state  what  the 
practices  had  been.  We  propose  to  follow,  to  show  what  the 
practices  were.  All  the  practices  that  we  wish  now  to  bring 
out,  bearing  upon  the  case,  were  oonsidered.  They  legitimately 
opened  the  door  for  us  to  get  out  the  matters.  They  went 
into  that;  and  if  we  can  show  that  there  were  matters  in  the 
office  which  ought  not  to  have  been, — if  Mr.  Edmonds  rectified 
these  without  regard  to  the  qnestion  whether  ill-feeliug  grew 
np,  I  think  we  had  better  continue  the  legitimate  line  of  cross- 
examination.  We  don't  propose  to  be  bound  by  the  answer  of 
the  witness.  A  cross-examination  is  not  limited  to  the  time, 
but  to  the  subject  matter,  although  the  cross-examinations 
so  far,  are  as  to  the  time.  They  asked  hira  yesterday  what  the 
practice  was  before  that  time. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Allow  me  to  suggest  to  the  counsel 
that  there  is  no  motion  before  the  Senate ;  the  Honorable 
Managers  make  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGowan — I  apologize,  if  I  am  out  of  order.  The 
Honorable  Manager  said  that  it  was  to  be  considered  as  onr 
testimony. 

The  Presiding  Officer — We  can  make  no  contracts. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  only  interrogated  as  to  scrip. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  counsel  will  proceed. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  was  done  with  the  moneys  received 
from  field-notes  and  plats  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  shall  object  to  that,  as  we  un- 
derstand that  this  witness  was  only  interrogated  as  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  purchase  of  land  and  the  sale  of  scrip,  and  he 
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referred  back  to  former  usage  as  to  the  sale  of  scrip.    The  door 
is  open,  and  he  may  go  into  it — 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  ground  of  the  objectioci  is  that 
it  is  improper  cross- esamination, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — It  is. 

Mr.  Shipman— I  will  state  that  the  principal  question  was, 
What  is  the  practice  of  the  office  ?  and  further,  if  this  is  the 
practice  of  this  office  ? 

Mr.  McGowao — I  will  simply  state  this  circumstance  that 
4he  Senate  may  remember  the  fact.  I  asked  the  Manager  who 
asked  the  question,  whether  he  was  asking  a  question  in  regard 
to  the  conversation  between  Mr,  Edmonds  and  the  witness, 
•concerning  the  practices  preceding  that,  and  he  said  that  he 
was  asking  in  regard  to  the  practice.  He  had  asked  about  the 
conversation,  but  was  then  asking  as  to  the  pi-aotice. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  was  confined  wholly  to  the 
matter  of  scrip.  I  called  attention  directly  to  that  subject,  in 
regard  to  the  arrangement  that  he  made  with  Mr,  Edmonds 
in  reference  to  buying  scrip,  and  entering  lands  with  scrip, 
when  money  was  sent  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  lands, 
and  he  said  that  he  explained  to  Mr.  Edmonds  what  had  been 
the  practice  prior  to  that  time ;  then  I  asked  him  what  the 
practice  was  ia  the  prior  administration,  in  order  that  we 
might  get  at  the  facts  upon  the  objection  raised  by  the  gentle- 
man,— that  we  might  get  at  just  what  he  said  to  Edmonds  on 
that  subject.  As  Senators  will  remember,  when  the  objection 
was  made,  I  stated  that  the  reason  why  I  asked  him  the  ques- 
tion in  regard  to  the  practice,  was  to  show  what  the  practice 
was  there  in  regard  to  this  particular  mutter,  and  that  was  all. 
I  interrogated  him  in  reference  to  that ;  I  did  not  ask  him  a  word 
about  fleid-notcs  or  pints,  or  anything  in  regard  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  office,  or  paying  over  the  money  upon  any  other 
excepting  in  connection  with  the  purchase  of  swamp  land. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Upon  this  questiou  the  Chair  will 
take  the  vote  of  the  Senate.  The  question  is,  Shall  the  ques- 
tion be  put  to  the  witness.    As  your  names  are  called,  those  in 
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favor  will  say  Aye;  those  opposed  will  say  No.    The  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll. 
The  following  is  the  vote  of  the  Senate,  on  this  question  i 
YEAS. 


Mr.  Alexander, 

Barber, 


Hannahs. 
Jenks, 


Mr.  Maun, 
MoEfatt. 
Price, 
Prutzmaii, 
Romeyn, 
Sheley, 

NAYS. 


Mr.  Wilcox, 
Wood, 
President 


Mr.  Ball,  Mr.  Putnam,  Mr.  Waterbnrj. 
Cawley.                      Stock  bridge,  Wheeler, 

Dexter,  Wtorrs,  Whit«, 

Neasmith,  10 

The  Presiding  Officer — On  this  question,  the  yeas  being  fif- 
teen, nays  ten,  the  Senate  require  the  question  (o  be  put  to  the 
witness. 

Mr.  McC4owan — Will  the  reporter  read  the  question  ':' 

The  reporter  read  the  question  as,  follows : 

"  Will  you  state  what  was  done  with  the  moneys  received 
from  field-notes  and  plats,  previous  to  ISfiO  ?" 

Mr,  McGo wan— Witness,  answer  the  question. 

A.  I  think  the  practice  was  for  the  Commissioner  t«  hold 
them  in  his  own  hands,^to  receive  it  himself  It  never  went 
into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  "Under  what  law  were  the  fees  which  were  received  from 
fleld-notes  paid  into  the  Treasury  ^ 

A.  I  think  the  law  of  'G9.     I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  Under  wiiat  law  were  the  fees  received  from  plats  paid 
into  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  The  same  law,  I  presume. 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  whether  tiiere  is  any  distinction,  in  that 
law,  made  between  fees  received  from  plats  and  those  received 
from  field-notes? 

A.  I  do  not  think  there  is,  sir. 
44 
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Q.  Are  they  not  all  designated  as  fees  in  that  act  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  wording  of  the  ]a,w,  but  I  think  they 

Q.  You  have  spoken,  in  your  esamination  yesterday,  of  hay- 
iDg  an  arrangement  with  Mr,  Edmonds  soon  after  you  came 
into  the  office,  to  go  on  with  the  scrip  business,  did  you  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  will  please  state  now,  to  the  Senate,  what  that 
arrangement  was. 

A.  The  arrangement  was  to  purchase  scrip. 

Q.  State  as  near  as  you  can,  Mr,  "Witness,  what  the  talk  was 
between  you  and  him, — what  you  said,  and  what  he  said,  aa 
near  as  yon  can  recollect. 

A.  I  told  him  the  practice  of  buying  and  selling  scrip. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  you  tell  him  ? 

A.  It  is  impossible  forme  to  give  it  in  words,  anything  more 
than  to  say  that  I  was  in  the  habit  of  buying  scrip  at  its  lowest 
figures  and  selling  it  at  its  market  value, — whatever  it  was 
worth,— and  that  there  was  a  profit  of  course  upon  it;  and 
asked  him  whether  I  should  continue  it  or  not ;  if  so,  I  would 
give  him  ont-hiJf  nf  the  profits  of  the  scrip  sold.  That  was 
the  amount  of  it,  in  words,  perhaps,  as  near  as  I  can  come  to  it. 

Q.  What  further  talk  do  you  remember  concerning  it,  if  any- 
thing? Did  you  say  anything  to  him  about  the  arrangement 
which  yon  had  formerly  with  the  former  Commissioner  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q,  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

A.  I  think  I  told  him  I  had  divided  with  Gen.  Pritchard 
one-half  of  the  profits. 

Q.  The  arrangement  then  that  you  made  with  Mr.  Edmonds 
was  the  same  that  yon  liad  had  with  Gen.  Pritchard  ? 

A.  The  same. 

Q.  Mr,  Porter,  was  the  arrangement  then  and  there  made, 
and  did  Mr,  Edmonds  consent  to  it,  that  you  should  continue 
that  businesH  the  same  as  you  had  with  Gen.  Pritchard  ? 

A.  He  did,  I  think. 
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Q.  You  were  to  pay  liim  one-half  the  profits  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  to  furnish  capital  for  carrying  on  this  business  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  anything  was  said  in  regard  to  that  ;  I  do 
not  remember  that  there  was. 

Q.  When  was  this  talk  with  the  respondent  ? 

A.  It  was  some  time  in  January — the  second  or  third  week ; 
I  cannot  tell  what  time. 

Q.  "Where  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  front  room  of  the  Commissioner's  office. 

Q.  What  is  now  known  as  the  '■"  old  office  ?" 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Who  was  present  aside  from  you  and  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  No  one. 

Q.  AVhen  did  yon  have  the  conversation  witli  Mr.  Edmonds, 
in  which  you  told  him  abont  the  practice  of  the  office  when 
money  was  sent  to  buy  land  ? 

A.  Tbe  same  time  that  I  told  him  in  regard  to  the  purchase 
and  sale  of  scrip,  I  think. 

Q,  What  did  jou  say  to  him  about  that? 

A.  I  related  to  him  tlie  practice  of  the  office. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive,  sir,  what  I  did  say.  1  cannot  give  it 
in  words. 

Q.  Well,  as  near  as  yon  can  ? 

A.  I  told  him  the  general  practice  of  the  office  in  the  pur- 
chase and  sale  of  scrip. 

Q,  Then  what  was  the  general  practice  of  the  office  with 
regard  to  money  sent  for  buying  lands  ? 

A.  It  was  to  receive  the  money  that  came'  into  the  office,  and 
use  scrip  in  place  of  it, — that  is,  take  scrip  to  enter  the  land 
with,  and  use  the  money. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  How  is  that  ? 

Witness — To  receive  the  money,  and  to  enter  the  land  with 
scrip :  that  was  the  practice. 
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Q.  And  keep  the  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  eir. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Q.  Now,  you  may  explain  a  iittle  more  fully  in  regard  to 
that ;  take  an  instance  and  illustrate  it,  if  you  please  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  if  you  was  to  send  a  hundred  dollars  to  the 
of§ce  to  ent<^r  80  acres  of  land,  the  practice  would  be  to  put 
the  money  with  your  seri|)  money,  and  to  enter  it  witli  the 
hundred  dollars  of  scrip. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston ; 

Q.  Enter  the  land  with  scrip  'i 

A.  Yes,  eir. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Q.  And  to  charge  the  hmd  tip  to  the  account  of  the  Deputy 
Oommissioner, — his  scrip  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  to  whatever  scrip  that  you  add  to  liis  credit, 
whatever  it  might  bo. 

Q.  I  understand  you  now  that  that  was  the  practice  of  the 
office  previous  to  Mr.  Edmonds  coming  into  office  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  long  had  it  been  the  practice  of  the  office  ? 

A.  During  my  time  there.  I  cannot  say  anything  back  of 
that  positively, — only  from  hearsay. 

Q,  You  stated  yesterday,  that  you  had  no  recollection  of  any 
occurrence  of  that  kind,  during  Mr.  Edmonds'  administra- 
tion. 

A.  Well,  sir,  in  thinking  the  matter  over,  I  think  1  have  a 
recollection  of  one  instance  in  which  a  piece  of  land  was 
applied  for  in  that  way,  and  since  proved  to  be  government 
land,  I  returned  the  money  personally,  myself.  Understand, 
I  am  not  positive  whether  it  came  under  his  administration, 
or  whether  it  was  before,  but  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  applicant's  name  ? 

A.  That  I  could  not  tell  you, — I  do  not  know. 

Q,  Where  was  he  living? 

A.  That  I  do  not  know, — J  do  not  know  whore  he  lived. 
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(J.  What  are  the  facts,  as  you  remember  them  ? 

A.  The  facts,  as  I  remember  them,  ai"e,  that  it  waa  a  frac- 
tional piece  of  land,  I  think,  in  the  Upper  Peninsula,  I  think 
the  money  sent  was  something  between  17  and  18  dollars  and 
a  frafition.  Afterwards  the  land  proved  to  be  government 
land,  and  the  patent  was  returned,  1  presume,  to  the  oEBce.  I, 
from  investigation,  found  that  the  land  had  been  entered  with 
scrip.  1  returned  the  money  in  place  of  the  scrip,  and  had  the 
scrip  placed  back  to  my  credit  again. 

Q.  When  did  you  return  the  money  ? 

A.  During  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature. 

Q.  After  you  had  left  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  send  it? 

A,  I  gave  it,  in  person,  to  the  party  having  the  order  for  it  ? 

Q.  The  party  was  here  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

t^.  Yon  do  not  recollect  the  name  ? 

A.  The  man  that  I  gave  it  to  was  Mr.  Swineford,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  transaction  while  Mr.  Ed- 
monds was  Commissioner  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive  of  any  other  transaction. 

Q.  AVas  Mr.  Edmonds'  attention  called  to  this  transaction, 
at  the  time  the  money  was  sent? 

A.  I  am  not  awai-e  that  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  personal  knowledge  of 
this  transaction  at  all  or  not? 

A.  I  am  not  aware  that  lie  had. 

Q.  If  the  money  was  sent  for  the  purchase  of  this  land 
duringMr,  Edmonds'  administration,  you  took  the  money,  and 
made  up  the  land  to  the  man  on  the  purchase,  did  you  not  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  After  the  first  conversation  that  you  had  with  Commis- 
sioner Edmonds,  eoueerning  the  practices  of  the  office  in  pur- 
chasing lands  where  money  was  sent,  state  whether  you  ever 
had  any  other  conversation  with  him  about  that  subject-matter. 
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A.  In  regard  to  the  purchasing  of  scrip ': 

Q.  No,  sir ;  the  purchase  of  lands  with  money,  entering  it 
up  with  scrip,  against  aomehodj's  scrip  account.  Whether  you 
ever  had  any  more  than  one  talk  with  the  Commissioner  about 
it. 

A.  Well,  I  am  not  positive.  We  had  talk  at  different  times, 
but  I  eonld  not  say,  particularly,  whether  that  matter  was 
hronght  up  again  or  not.    I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  did  not  Mr.  Edmonds  speak  to  you  about  it 
about  three  months  after  he  came  into  the  office,  in  March 
some  time  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did ;  he  may  liave  done  so. 

Q,  Did  he  not  inquire  of  you  if  that  was  the  practice  of  the 
office? 

A.  He  may  have  done  bo.  I  cannot  remember  positively  in 
regard  to  those  questions. 

Q.  Did  you  not  then  tell  him  that  it  was  and  had  been 
during  the  whole  of  Mr.  Pritchard's  administration  ? 

A.  If  he  asked  me  the  question,  I  presume  I  did;  I  do  not 
remember  of  any  such  question  being  asked. 

Q.  Did  lie  tell  yon  then  that  if  such  cases  occurred  again 
that  the  money  should  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  and  the  land 
entered  as  a  cash  purchase  ? 

A.  Well,  my  recollections  are  that  he  did  not  at  that  time ; 
but  after  I  left  the  office,  I  think,  he  then  spoke  of  it. 

Q.  Did  be  ever  give  you  any  such  instruction  while  yon 
were  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  he  did;  still  I  am  not  positive 
that  he  did,  I  think,  perhaps,  he  did  at  one  time  afterwards. 
I  do  not  remember  what  time  it  transpired,  but  my  recollec- 
tions are  that  what  was  said  in  regard  to  placing  of  moneys  in 
the  office  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury,  which  was  received  by 
parties  in  that  way,  transpired  after  I  left  the  office ;  that  is 
my  recollection  now.  I  am  not  positive  in  regard  to  it.  1 
could  not  say. 

Q.  If  he  did  speak  to  you  about  it,  and  directed  you  to  pay 
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the  moneys  into  the  Treasury  before  you  left  the  office,  about 
what  time  was  it  ? 

A.  Well,  it  coald  not  have  been  long  before  I  left  the  oEBee ; 
as  I  received  notice  to  leave  the  first  of  May. 

Q.  Would  you  say  it  was  before  or  after  you  received  that 
notice  ? 

A.  My  recollections  are,  that  it  was  after.  I  think  so.  I 
can  not  state  positively  in  regard  to  that,  for  I  do  not  remem- 
ber; there  are  so  many  things  connected  with  it. 

Q.  How  frequently  did  you  and  Mr.  Edmonds  divide  the 
profits  from  the  scrip  business  ? 

A.  The  first  of  every  month. 

Q.  How  many  divisions  were  made. 

A.  Three,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  the  scrip  business  duriug  the  last  two 
months  you  were  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  did  ]]ot  pay  over  to  him  his  share  aft«r  that  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Was  it  the  practice  of  the  office,  previous  to  Mr,  Edmonds' 
administration,  for  you  to  skip  a  couple  of  months  of  time, 
without  dividing  with  your  principal  ? 

A.  Xo.  Sir. 

Q.  Did  you  always  divide  at  the  end  of  each  month  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  at  the  end  of  each  month. 

Q.  Well,  at  the  beginning  of  each  month, — monthly  f 

A.  Well,  many  times  it  happened  that  the  General  was  not 
here.    I  waited  until  he  came. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  explain  to  the  Senate  a  little  more  fully 
with  regard  to  the  moneys  that  were  left  in  the  safe,  which 
you  stated  yesterday  that  you  used  for  tlio  purchase  of  scrip, 
and  in  your  scrip  business, 

A.  Well,  sir,  they  were  moneys,  there  ivere  perhaps  twenty, 
and  I  don't  know  but  more  envelopes;  they  were  small 
amounts,  from  $2.50  up  to  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  dollars,  as 
the  case  might  be.    It  had  been  left  there  from  some  cause, 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


ZryZ  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

many  of  them  unknown  to  mo.  I  can't  tell  why  they  were  left 
there, — why  they  were  there.  Tbcy  had  heen  there  and  been 
handed,  from  one  CommisBiouer  to  the  other  for  a  nnmher  of 
years, — a  good  many  years  back. 

Q.  To  whom  did  these  moneys  belong  ? 

A.  Belonged  to  individual  parties  outside,  somewhere. 

Q.  Did  any  portion  of  them  belong  to  the  State  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Toil  say  you  arranged  with  Mr.  Edmonds  for  the  iia;  of 
these  moneys  whenever  you  chose  to  do  so  ? 

A.  He  gave  me  full  liberty  to  borrow  them  from  the  envel- 
opes to  use  in  case  of  necessity  in  buying  scrip. 

Q.  Was  that  in  the  same  conversation  in  which  jou  made 
the  bargain  with  him  to  go  into  partnership  in  the  purchase 
of  scrip  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was.  it  might  liave  been  after  that,  at  a  sub- 
sequent conversation.  I  could  not  tell  positive  in  regard  to 
that. 

Q.  Did  you  use  this  money  that  you  got  from  the  envelopes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  were  through,  did  you  return  it  to  the 


A.  Well,  I  kept  it  in  an  envelope  and  i-etwrned  it, — most 
generally  immediately  from  the  same  or  scrip.  Always  kept  it 
in  envelopes,  with  the  nnmber  of  eaoh  envelope  marked  on  it. 
The  envelopes  were  marked  from  number*  one  up,  to  the 
amount  of  what  envelopes  there  was,  and  whenever  I  took 
any  money  out  of  the  envelopes,  I  indorsed  it  as  borrowed  ten 
dollars  iVom  the  envelope,  or  whatever  it  was.  And  it  was 
almost  invariably  returned  immediately  upon  the  sale  of  scrip, — 
sometimes  were  held  there  for  perhaps  a  month, 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  funds  than  current  funds  in  these 
envelopes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  there  were  some  drafts  there,  but  they 
never  have  been  need. 
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Q.  "Was  not  tliero  some  old  currency  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  bank  notes,  and  other  things '' 

A.  Yes,  sir,  there  was. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Porter,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  )'ou  took  from 
these  envelopes  what  money  there  was  that  «'as  current,  and 
put  it  Into  your  own  private  account  ? 

A.  I  borrowed  it  very  frequently,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  did  yon  not  take  from  those  envelopes  all  the 
money  that  was  current,  and  jiut  it  into  your  own  private 
aceonnt  ? 

A.  No,  eir,  I  did  not, — never. 

Q.  What  portion  of  the  money  from  those  envelojies  did  you 
ever  have  at  any  one  time. 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  now  what  amount  there  was  in 
them,  fully,  but  I  presume  that  it  would  rim  up  as  high,  per- 
haps, as  ten  or  twelve  hundred  dollars ;  the  several  amounts  I 
could  not  state  positively. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  that  there  was  ten  or  twelve 
hundred  dollars  of  current  funds  in  the  envelopes,  you  think? 

A.  Well,  it  would  he  gness-work  for  me  to  say;  Icould  not 
tell  how  mach  there  was. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  speak  of  ten  or  twelve  hundred  doUars. 
you  mean  the  amount  in  the  envelopes  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  that  in  current  money ;  that  is  my 
recollection  about  it. 

Q.  Now,  sir,  when  you  left  the  office  in  June,  didn't  you 
have  every  dollar  of  that  current  money  out  of  those  envel- 
opes and  in  your  own  private  account,  and  put  it  back  into 
the  envelopes  ? 

A.  I  didn't  have  it  in  a  private  account;  I  had  it  in  an 
envelope,  by  itself  entirely  and  alone,  and  outside  of  my  pri- 
vate account. 

Q.  Where  was  the  envelope  in  which  this  money  was? 

A.  In  the  drawer  or  desk  which  I  used,  or  in  the  safe.  I 
45 
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am  not  positive  whether  it  was  in  the  safe  or  in  the  drawer. 
It  was  most  usually  kept  in  the  safe. 

Q.  Then,  is  it  a  fact  that  all  the  current  funds  belonging  to 
these  envelopes  were  out  of  the  envelopes  and  in  a  single 
envelope  at  times  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  thinlr  that  was  not  a  fact. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  Mr.  Edmonds  ordered  you  to  return 
to  those  envelopes  the  amount  that  belonged  in  each  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  he  did  not.    It  was  a  matter  of  my  own. 

Q.  Didn't  he  direct  you  to  do  so,  and  didn't  yon  do  so,  and 
didn't  you  maire  a  statement  of  it  ? 

A.  He  didn't  direct  me  to  do  so. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  you  made  a  statement  to  that 
effect  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  And  handed  it  over  to  Mr.  Edmonds  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir;  when  I  left  the  office. 

Q.  Will  you  look  upon  that  paper?  [Showing  witness  a 
paper.] 

A.  That  is  my  writing. 

Q.  Is  that  the  statement  you  made  concerniuf;  that  matter  'i 

A.  I  presume  it  is, — I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  amount  of  moneys  on  that  statement 
out  of  the  envelopes,  and  in  use  for  the  purchase  of  scrip? 

A.  I  presume  that  I  did,  sir.    I  did  have  it  out  frequently, 

Q.  Now  let  me  see  if  wo  can  refresh  your  recollection  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  that  land  where  the  sisteen  dollars 
was  paid  in  money.    Was  it  George  Sheldon  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  could  not  say  what  the  name  was.  The  order 
transferring  the  scrip  back  to  me,  t  think,  would  give  the 
name.    I  an  not  positive. 

Q.  [Sliowing  a  paper]  Mr.  Porter,  will  you  look  npon  that 
indorsement,  and  tell  me  who  made  it  ? 

A.  It  is  my  indorsement. 

Q.  Now,  will  Tou  look  at  the  paper  and  state  whether  that 
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will  refresh  your  recollection  any  with  regard  to  the  sixteen 
<lol]ar  transaction? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Does  tliat  paper  relate  to  that  case  ? 

A.  I  presume  it  does. 

Q.  Doii't  you  hiow  whether  it  is  or  not  ? 

A.  I  can't  swear,  sir,  positively. 

Q"  Is  n't  that  the  order  on  which  the  land  was  entered  ? 

A.  I  presume  it  is,  sir ;  I  can't  remember  the  facts  in  the 
■case,  it  is  so  long  ago. 

[The  papers  were  handed  to  the  Managers  for  inspection.] 

Q.  "Will  you  state  now,  after  seeing  that  paper  and  refreshing 
yonr  memory  in  regard  to  it,  whether  that  transaction  occurred 
in  Mr.  Edmonds*  administration  or  not  ? 

A.  I  say  now,  as  I  said  before,  I  don't  remember  whether  it 
did  or  not.  1  don't  remember  the  date  of  it,  I  dJd'nt  look  at 
the  date, 

Q.  Well,  sir,  we  will  return  the  paper  to  you,  [Paper 
handed  to  witness  by  Mr.  Cochrane.] 

A.  It  did  not,  from  the  date  of  this,  if  this  is  the  one. 

Q.  You  were  asked  yesterday,  Mr.  Porter,  with  regard  to  the 
law  of  1868,  which  is  termed  the  graduation  law,  1869, — will 
you  state  what  the  lands  under  that  law  were  selling  for  at 
the  time  Mr,  Edmonds  commenced  his  duties  as  Commis- 
sioner ? 

A.  My  recollections  are  that  the  lands  were  griidnated  to 
four  dollars  an  acre  at  that  time. 

Q.  "What  was  the  minimum  price  when  they  were  first  put 
in  the  market  ? 

A.  Ten  shilliugs,— a  dollar  and  twenty-iive. 

Q.  No, — these  graduated  lands  ? 

A.  Six  dollars. 

Q.  Your  recollection  is  that  when  Mr.  Edmonds  came  into 
the  office,  they  had  been  graduated  down  to  four  dollars  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were  selling  at  four  dollars  at  that  time,— 
were  graduated  to  four  dollars.    I  am  quite  sure  they  were. 
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Q.  Mr.  Porter,  what  iras  yoar  custom  in  tlio  offiea  with 
regard  to  copying  letters, — official  letters  ? 

A.  We  copied  all  letters,  usually,  of  importance,  that  came 
into  the  office.  Not  accustomed  to  copy  every  letter  that  was 
sent  out,  of  our  correspondence, 

Q.  You  think  that  all  important  letters  were  copied  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were.    Tliat  was  the  usual  custom. 

Q.  Who  marked  up  the  lands  that  were  marked  with  initials 
"Reserved  Lands?" 

A.  It  was  sometimes  done  by  myself,  sometimes  by  Mr, 
Robiusou,  I  think,  one  of  the  clerks. 

Q.  While  you  were  Deputy,  did  you  and  Mr.  Eobinson  inark 
all,  or  nearly  all,  of  the  lands  that  were  marked  up? 

A,  Well,  perhaps  not  of  all  of  them. 

Q.  Nearly  all  ? 

A,  I  should  think  eo. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  firm  in  this  town  by  the  name  of  Jones 
&  Porter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  Mr.  Porter  of  that  firm  any  relation  of  yoiir;^  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  he  is  a  brother  of  mine. 

Q.  State  whether  they  had  a  large  quantity  of  lands  marked 
up,  on  the  books  of  the  office,  at  the  time  Mr.  Edmonds  came 
into  office  ? 

A.  I  tiiink  there  was,  sir,  certain  pieces  tiiere  marked  to 
them. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  large  quantity  of  land  marked  up  to 
them? 

A,  There  is  a  (juautity  of  laud  marked  to  them  there  yet 
that  they  hold,  I  believe. 

Q.  Who  marked  up  the  lands  to  Jones  &  Porter? 

A.  What  lands  are  you  speaking  of,  sir  ? 

Q.  Those  that  appear  marked  up  to  them  on  t!ie  books  of 
the  office. 

A.  I  would  like  to  know  what  kind  of  lands  they  are,  and 
then  I  can  answer. 
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Q.  Well,  siij  who  generally  marked  up  any  bind  of  lands 
that  were  marked  to  them  ? 

A.  I  think  I  marked  all  the  lands  marked  to  them. 

Q.  You  marked  all  tho  lands  that  were  marked  to  Joiies  & 
Porter  in  that  office  ? 

A.  I  presume  I  did ;  I  am  not  positive.  No ;  I  think  I  did 
not.  I  think,  perhaps,  Mr,  Robinson  marked  some  ;  I  am  not 
positive. 

Q.  If  he  did  do  it,  !it  whose  direction  was  it  ? 

A.  By  mine,  I  presume. 

Q.  So  that  you  either  marked  yoursetij  or  directed  the  clerk 
to  mark,  all  the  lands  that  were  marked  to  Jones  &  Porter? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  sir,  at  the  the  time  yon  left  the  office,  did  you  order 
Mr.  Van  Dunham,  a  clerk  in  the  office,  to  remote  the  marks 
from  these  lands  to  Joiios  &  Porter. 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  did  or  not.  I  don't  remember  of 
ever  having  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Van  Dunham  with 
regard  to  it. 

Q,  You  have  no  recollection  of  having  any  such  conversa- 
tion? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you,  at  the  time  you  left  the  office,  direct  Mr.  Kohin- 
son,  the  chief  clerk,  to  remove  the  marks  from  these  lands  of 
Jonea  &  Porter  ? 

A.  I  think  there  were  some  three  or  four,  perhaps  a  half  a 
dozen  pieces  of  land  that  had  heen  marked  up  during  the  sale, 
or  which  they  had  claimed,  and  the  lands  had  been  left  on  the 
hooks,  and  from  some  cause  or  other,  I  can't  say  what,  they 
could  not  hold,  or  did  not  hold. 

A,  Well,  sir,  did  you  direct  Mr.  Robinson  to  i-emove  any 
marks  from  the  books  ? 

A.  I  think,  perhaps,  I  may  have  told  him  to  do  that. 

Q.  Don't  you  recollect  that  you  did  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — At  what  time  was  that  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — At  the  time  he  left  the  office. 
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Witness — I  tliink  I  had  conversation  with  Mr.  RoTjinson 
once  or  twice  with  regard  to  this ;  that  they  didn't  claim  the 
lands  or  they  could  n't  hold  the  lands. 

Q.  State,  Mr.  Porter,  what  you  said  to  Mr.  Robinson  with 
regard  to  removing  the  marks. 

A.  I  can't  tell  yoa.  I  don't  remember  the  «ords  that  I 
saicl. 

Q.  State  whether  you  gave  any  directions  to  remove  the 
mark?. 

A,  I  think  probably  I  did. 

Q.  Don't  you  knoio  that  you  did  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  all  that  I  can  say  with  regard  to  that  is  this : 
I  told  him  this,  that  they  did  n't  claim  these  lands  and 
did  n't  have  credit  to  hold  these  lands,  and  that  the  lands  did 
not  belong  to  them.  I  can't  state  anything  more  positive  than 
that. 

Q.  Having  sfcat«d  to  him  that  they  had  no  claim  to  the  land 
and  had  no  credit  on  which  they  could  hold  tlie  land,  did  n't 
you  then  t*!l  him  to  remove  the  marks  from  the  books  ? 

A.  Possibly  I  did,  sir.  I  think  I  did, — quite  likely.  It 
would  be  very  natural  for  me  to  do  it, 

Q.  How  long  had  those  marks  been  upon  tho  books  that 
you  ordered  removed,  if  you  did  order  any  removed? 

A.  I^om  the  time  of  their  application, — about  the  time  of 
the  sale. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  think  the  last  sale  was  in — I  am  not  positive  whether 
it  was  in  1869  or  1870,-1869  I  think. 

Q.  Then  these  marks  that  you  ordered  removed  by  Robinson 
at  the  time  you  left  the  office  in  June,  1871,  had  been  upon 
the  books  since  1869  and  1670  ? 

A.  I  think  they  had. 

Q.  State,  Mr.  Porter,  whether  you,  as  Deputy,  ever  had  any 
work  done  outside  of  the  office,  for  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  pay  for  that  work  ? 
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A.  Paid  from  the  proceeds  of  the  work*:' 

Q.  Did  yoa  make  any  record  of  it  ? 

A,  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — At  any  time  when  he  was  acting  as  Deputy 
I  am  not  particular ;  I  will  ascertain  that  more  fnlly  from  the 
witness. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  President:  I  do  not  know  but 
this  hae  something  to  do  with  this  case,  and  as  stated  by 
counsel,  I  don't  know  but  it  has  something  to  do  with  the  ill- 
feeling,  and  perhaps  it  will  tend  to  prove  ill-feeling  between 
this  witness  and  the  respondent.  But  it  certainly  seems  to  me 
a  most  remarkable  cross-examination.  We  have  not  asked 
anything  about  reserved  lands.  We  never  have  asked  any- 
thing about  his  having  business  done  outside  of  his  office,  or 
how  he  paid  for  it;  and  while  it  is  true  that  the  rule  of  cross- 
examination  in  this  State  is  very  broad,  still  it  is  equally  true 
that  the  cross-examination  must  be  confined  to  the  subject- 
matter  upon  which  the  direct  examination  is  confined. 

The  Presiding  OflScer — Does  the  Honorable  Manager  make 
an  objection  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  do  make  an  objection.  I  would 
like  to  hear  some  explanation  of  it.  I  miake  an  objection  for 
thai  purpose. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  counsel  for  the  respondent  wish 
to  be  heard  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — I  do  not  know,  Mr.  President,  that  I  can 
add  much  to  the  explanation  I  have  already  made.  The  cross- 
examination  has  been  wholly  with  regard  to  the  practices  of 
the  office.  We  propose  to  show  tliat  these  practices  continued 
down  to  Mr.  Edmonds'  administration,  and  that  they  wei-e 
changed ;  that  they  were  bad  practices,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  remove  this  man  in  order  to  get  them  changed.  We  shall 
show  the  Honorable  Managers,  before  we  get  through,  that  he 
resisted  every  change  that  was  attempted  to  be  made  in  the 
administration  of  the  office,  in  these  regards. 
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Mr.  Manager  Cochrane— I  would  say,  Mr.  President,  with 
regard  to  that,  that  it  is  true  that  tlie  question  was  asked  the 
witness  what  the  practices  of  the  office  were ;  hut  at  the  time 
the  question  was  asked,  the  subject  upon  which  he  was  being 
examined  was  as  to  the  practice  relative  to  scrip.  The  witness 
80  understood  it.  The  Managers  imderatood  that  they  were 
inquiring  simply  in  regard  to  that ;  they  may  have  used  a  gen- 
era! term,  but  no  answer  was  given  on  the  part  of  the  witness 
showing  that  he  understood  anything  different.  We  certainly 
did  not  understand  anything  diffi?rent,  and  I  presume  the  Sen- 
ate did  not  understand  anything  different,  I  did  not 
suppose  that  when  we  were  asking  that  question,  in  that 
immediate  connection,  that  ive  wei-e  asking  a  question  as  to 
what  clerks  were  in  the  office,  with  regard  to  the  outside  busi- 
ness, with  regard  to  the  fees, — upon  which  the  Senate  has 
already  passed,  however,  but  simply  his  answer  was — his  atten- 
tion was  being  directed  at  the  time  to  this  matter  of  scrip. 
But,  at  all  events,  the  excuse  which  was  given  for  this  cross- 
examination  a  short  time  since,  was  that  it  would  tend  to  show 
the  ill-feeling  between  this  witness  and  the  respondent.  Now, 
if  this  tends  to  show  the  ill-feeling,  or  does  show  it,  why,  per- 
haps, they  may  inti-oduce  it;  although!  did  not  know  that  the 
ruling  of  the  Senate  went  to  that  extent,  that  they  might  go 
into  specific  matters  to  show  that  ill-feeling.  However,  I  wish 
to  submit  to  the  President  and  the  Senate,  that  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  ill  feeling,  they  must  first  ask— before  they 
can  go  into  specific  matters  to  show  that  ill-feeling — whether 
he  has  any  ill-feeling.  They  cannot  be  permitted  to  question 
a  witness  here  as  to  specific  matters,  go  on  and  show  long 
transactions,  and  then  ask  him,  after  they  have  got  that  out, 
whether  any  ill-feeling  has  resulted  to  him  from  that.  That 
is  not  the  way  to  elucidate  this  matter. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  counsel  for  tlic  respondent  wish 
to  be  heard  ? 

Mr.  MeG-owan — There  is  no  question,  I  believe.  I  asked  no 
question.  'It  was  a  general  objection. 
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Q.  Will  you  state  whether  yon  liavo  any  recoHectioii  of  field- 
notes  made  for  Kent  county,  made  during  Mr.  Edmonds' 
administration  ? 

A.  I  presume  there  were.  I  can't  tell  the  comities  we  made. 
I  think  so.    Yes,  sir;  I  do  remember  it. 

Q.  State  whether  the  field-notes  furnished  Kent  eonnty  were 
paid  for  ? 

A.  I  think  they  were  commenced  before  Mr.  Edmonds  came 
in.    That  is  my  recollection  now. 

Q.  Was  the  pay  received  for  the  same  after  Mr,  Edmonds 
came  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  Who  received  it  ? 

A.  I  received  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  it  ? 

A.  I  paid  for  a  portion  of  it,  that  had  been  given  out,  and 
the  balance  went  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  Do  yo\i  recollect  how  much  was  received  from  that 
source  ? 

A.  I  can't  give  the  amount  now,  sir.  T  have  forgotten  the 
number  down  in  that  account. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Hobart  H.  Chipman,  clerk  of  Kent 
county  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  him  personally. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  with  him  concerning  these  field- 
notes  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell,  sir,  who  I  did  communicate  with. 

Mr.  McGowan  [to  the  Managers] — I  will  just  ask  him  if  he 
recognizes  the  handwriting  in  this  paper. 

Q.  State  whether  you  recognize  the  liaudwriting  in  that 
paper? 

A.  I  could  not  recognize  it  from  anything  special.  It  seems 
to  be  a  letter  written  after  I  went  out  of  the  office. 

Several  Senators — What  was  the  answer  ? 

Witness— I  do  not  recognize  the  writing  from  any  source. 
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Mr.  Manager  Huston — Who  does  the  letter  purport  to  be 
from  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — Hobart  H.  Chipmaii.  He  says  he  don't 
recognize  the  handwriting. 

Q.  State  whether  you  recollect  now  hoiv  much  wiis  received 
for  6eld-notea  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  amount. 

Q.  About  the  amount  ? 

A.  Well,  I  cannot  tell  the  exact  amount.  I  guesa  if  I  knew 
the  number  of  towns  in  the  county, — it  would  bo  only  from 
remembrance — 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — There  are  twenty-four  towns  in  that 
county. 

By  Mr.  McGowan.  Twenty-four  towns.  On  that  basis  how 
much  ? 

A.  Twenty-four  full  towns,  is  it  ? 

Q.  Figure  it  on  that  basis. 

A.  It  would  be  about  a  hundred  and  ninety  dollars.  Some- 
where near  that,  I  think,  if  they  were  full  towns, 

Q.  What  are  the  fees  for  field-notes  for  a  township  ? 

A.  Eight  dollars  is  the  amount. 

Q,  [Showing  witness  a  book.]  Mr.  Witness,  will  you  look 
upon  that  book  ? 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — What  book  is  that  ? 

Mr.  McGowan— That  is  the  book  of  account  of  the  moneys 
received  from  field-notes  and  plata. 

Q.  State  who  made  the  first  entries  on  that  account? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Who  made  the  entries  for  moneys  received  from  Kent 
county,  there  ? 

A.  X  did. 

Q.  How  much  is  there  entered  there  as  the  moneys  you 
received  for  the  Kent  county  field-notes? 

A,  A  hundred  and  sixty-six  dollars  and  twelve  cents. 

[The  book  was  here  shown  to  the  Managers.] 
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Q.  I  believe  you  stated,  that  of  the  moneys  paid  out  for  out- 
side help,  there  was  no  record  kept  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  any  help  was  employed  outside  of 
the  office  under  Mr.  Edmonds'  administration  ? 

A.  Part  of  this  county  was,  I  think.  The  county  had  not 
been  fully  written  up,  I  think,  when  Mr.  Edmonds  came  into 
office. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston: 

Q.  Which  county  ?   Kent  county? 

A.  Kent  county.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McGowan — la  that  the  only  instance  ? 

A.  I  think  so,  sir;  that  is  my  recollection  now. 

Q.  The  contract  for  writing  up  Kent  county,  which  was 
made  to  some  party  outside  of  the  office,  was  made  before  he 
came  into  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  job  was  finished  after  he  came  in  ? 

A.  I  think  so ;  that  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  Merritt  Lewis,  a  clerk  in  the 
office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  at 
your  store,  a  short  time  previous  to  the  circulation  of  the  peti- 
tion, that  was  presented  to  the  Lower  House  ? 

A.  I  have  had  conversations  with  him  a  number  of  times, 

Q.  At  your  store  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Wait  one  moment.  Will  you  state 
the  object  of  the  testimony  ? 

Mr.  McGowaa — Yes,  sir.  I  propose,  now,  Mr,  President,  to 
ask  the  witness  a  few  impeaching  questions,  and  the  questions 
will  explain  themselves.  An  objection  is  raised.  I  ask  you, 
now,  Mr.  Witness,  did  you  not,  two  or  three  weeks  previous  to 
the  23d  of  March,  187d,  being  the  day  of  presenting  the  peti- 
tion to  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  R.  C.  Dart  and 
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others,  at  your  store  in  this  city,  offer  Mcrritt  Lewis  money  to 
find  out  whatever  he  could  against  the  respondent,  and  come 
and  tell  you,  or  words  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  I  say,  positively,  no,  sir! 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— TVatt.  No  foundation  has  been  laid 
for  that.    We  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — AVe  object  to  that  on  two  grounds: 
1st,  That  it  is  an  irrelevant  question ;  2d,  That  it  does  not 
tend  to  contradict  or  impair  anything  that  he  has  testified  in 
relation  thereto. 

Mr,  Shipman — Mr.  President,  whatever  will  show  the  inter- 
est, I  suppose,  is  competent  always.  No  foundation  could  be 
laid. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  hiis  ulready  answered 
the  question. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
there  will  be  any  question  raised  here  that  this  witness  is 
guilty  with  the  respondent ;  but  whatever  of  testimony  related 
to  that,  it  is  already  in,  I  suppose.  But  when  he  is  asked 
whether  he  did  not  offer  some  individual  money  to  investigate 
the  transactions  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  bring  the  information 
to  him,  I  apprehend  that  it  has  no  relation  to  his  testimony 
here.  Nor  is  it  an  impeaching  qnestion.  The  statement  is 
that  they  propose  now  to  impeach  him.  How?  In  what  way? 
Has  he  denied  that  he  has  any  feeling  or  bias  or  prejudice  in 
the  matter?  lie  has  not.  Has  he  said  anything  in  regard  to 
this  transaction  of  the  petition  that  would  be  inconsistent 
with  his  answer,  '-Yes,"  or  "No."  It  cannot  be  an  impeaching 
question,  then,  because  it  would  not  tend  to  contradict  him  in 
anything  that  he  has  said  before.  If  it  is  an  impeaching  ques- 
tion, as  it  is  claimed  by  counsel,  then  they  must  ask  first 
whether  he  has  any  ill  feeling,  or  nnktnd  feeling,  or  any  bias, 
or  interest,  then  the  question  would  be  allowable. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  counsel  for  the  respondent 
wish  to  be  heard  ? 
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Mr.  Sliipman — If  we  are  not  out  of  order,  Mr.  Pi-esideafc. 
We  do  not  so  understand  tlic  rule ;  if  the  ivitness  shonld 
answer,  I  have  no  nnkind  feeling,  then,  under  the  rule  that 
he  would  insist  upon,  we  woald  be  shut  out  of  the  qnos- 
tion.  Now,  the  very  object  of  introducing  this  queatiou  is  to 
show  his  interest;  that  he  has  an  interest  in  prosecuting  this 
matter ;  and  what  he  has  done,  what  efforts  he  has  made  are 
always  admissible  as  impeaching  the  statements  of  the  witness 
here;  that  is,  they  show  what  reliance  can  be  placed  upon 
what  has  been  said, — that  is  all  the  object  of  this.  If  we  can 
show  that  lie  has  offered  anybody  money  to  swear  against 
Mr.  Edmonds,  made  great  exertions  against  him,  taten  any 
particular  interest,  that  is  all,  and  it  tends  to  impeacli  him. 
It  is  an  impeaching  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  seoms  to  the  Chair  that  they 
would  be  entitled  to  the  question  as  showing  the  interest  of 
the  witness.  It  would  go  to  his  credibility ;  however,  I  will 
take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  it. 

Mr.  Manager  firosvenor — If  that  is  the  opinion  of  the 
President,  we  withdraw  the  objection.  It  was  only  upon  the 
ground  that  they  claimed  it  as  an  impeaching  question. 

By  Mr.  McGowan — I  then  repeat  the  question : 

Q.  Did  you  not,  two  or  three  months  previous  to  the  33d 
day  of  Marcli,  1873,  at  your  store  in  this  city,  offer  Merritt 
Lewis  money  to  find  out  whatever  ho  could  against  Mr. 
Edmonds,  and  come  and  tell  you. 

A.  I  can  swear  positively,  sir,  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  Second:  Did  you  not  at  the  same  time  and  place,  in 
conversation  with  Merritt  Lewis,  tel!  him  that  he  (Lewis) 
would  be  a  witness  in  the  case,  if  there  should  he  a  trial,  and 
instruct  liim  how  you  wanted  him  to  swear  ? 

A.  I  never  instructed  bow  to  swear,  sir,  in  regard  to  any- 
thing.   T  told  him  he  would  probably  be  a  witness. 

<j.  Did  yon  not,  at  the  same  time  and  place,  offer  to  provide 
I'or  him  (Lewis)  in  case  he  was  dismissed  from  the  Coramis- 
sionei''s  offlce,  or  words  to  that  effect  ? 
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A.  I  told  him  that  probably — that  if  he  was  called  upon  as 
B  witness — would  probably  be  diBmiesed.  I  told  him  to  swear 
to  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth, 
whether  he  went  out  of  the  office  or  reniaiued  there,  and  that 
lie  could  be  provided  for,  in  some  way,  whatever  he  knew 
about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  ask  him  to  watch  Commissioner 
Edmonds,  and  if  he  saw  anything  that  could  bo  used  against 
him  to  come  and  t«ll  you  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Or  words  to  that  efiect  'i 

A.  Nor  words  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  at  the  time  and  place  before  stated,  tell  said 
Merritt  Lewis  to  write  to  Judge  Harlan  at  Grand  Rapids  that 
you  were  coming  up  as  a  candidate  for  the  Commissioners 
ofiBce  and  wanted  hira  (Harlan)  to  assist  you,  or  words  to  that 
effect? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  at  the  same  time  and  place,  tell  him,  if 
Edmonds  was  put  upon  trial  or  examination,  he  (Lewis)  would 
be  a  witness,  and  you  wanted  him  to  swear  as  strong  against 
the  Commissioner  as  he  dared  to,  or  words  to  tliat  effect  ? 

A.  Nothing  of  that  kind,  sir. 

Q.  Nothing  of  that  kind  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  at  the  same  lime  iind  place,  tell  the  said 
Merritt  Lewis  that  you  would  give  five  dollars  to  know  if 
Edmonds  had  been  drinking  since  he  took  possession  of  the 
office,  meaning  the  Land  Office. 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did,  and  I  do  not  know  but  I  did. 
I  am  not  positive  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Give  us  your  best  recollection. 

A,  I  think  not,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  that  you  did  not  toil  liim  any  such  thing? 

A.  I  think  I  did  not. 

Q.  Nor  words  to  that  effect !' 
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A.  I  think  not,  sir.    I  am  quite  positive  I  did  not. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  have  yon  taken  considerable  interest  in  thia 
pro  Been  tion  ? 

A.  The  interest  that  I  naturally  would,  sir,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

Q.  Please  answer  the  question. 

A.  I  hate  answered  it  as  straight  as  I  knew.  I  have  taken 
this  interest  in  it :  I  have  been  made  one  of  the  parties,  it 
seems,  in  the  case. 

Q.  Mr.  Porter,  haven't  you  taken  considerable  interest  in  the 
prosecution  of  this  case  ? 

A.  I  have,  of  coarse. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  furnished,  or  offered  to  furnish,  any  one 
moneys  to  secnre  evidence,  and  help  to  carry  on  the  prosecution 
of  this  case  ? 

A.  Only  in  regard  to  the  paper,  sir. 

Q.  I  refer,  now,  to  the  prosecution  of  tJie  impeachment  ease. 

A.  I  never  have. 

Q.  Have  you  employed,  or  attempted  to  employ,  any  one 
without  furnishing  them  money,  or  by  other  promises  ? 

A.  Never. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  snppose  the  counsel  has  no  refer- 
ence to  the  Managers,  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — No,  sir,  not  at  all. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  conversation  which  you 
mentioned  in  yourexamination  yesterday,  that  took  place  with 
Mr.  Edmonds,  after  you  left  the  office,  concerning  this  post- 
office  order. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  think  you  have  stated  already  what  words  were  used  on 
both  sides  ? 

A.  Perhaps  things  were  said  on  both  sides  tliat  should  not 
have  been  used. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — How  is  that  ?    I  did  not  understand. 

Witness — I  said,  perhaps,  words  were  used  by  botli  of  ua 
that  ought  not  to  have  been  used  at  that  time. 
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Q.  Did  you  not  iu  that  conversation  threateu  Mr.  Edmonds 
with  expulsion  from  his  office? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  said  so.  I  might  have  said  so ;  I  am 
not  positive. 

Q.  Didn't  you,  tlien  and  there,  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Bar- 
nard, Mr,  Kohinson,  and  JStr.  Edmonds,  tell  him  that  when  the 
Legislature  met,  that  he  would  he  ousted  from  bia  office,  or 
words  to  that  effe(it  ? 

A.  I  could  not  possibly  have  said  the  thing  as  pointed  as 
that,  it  seems  to  me. 

Q.  Well,  how  pointed  did  you  state  it,  if  jou  did  ? 

A.  I  may  have  said  so  in  an  indirect  sort  of  a  way.  1  may 
have  said  it.  I  am  not  positive  in  regard  to  what  was  said. 
"We  had  a  conversation  that  was  a  little  spirited  for  some  time 
between  both  of  us. 

Q.  Didn't  yon  tell  him  that,  when  the  Legislature  met, 
there  would  be  an  investigation  into  the  aiEFairs  of  hia  office 
and  his  private  alfairs,  and  that  he  would  be  cleaned  out,  or 
words  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  it  was  at  that  time  J  bad  a  conver- 
sation with  him  there, — at  that  time,  or  snhsequent  to  that,  in 
which  I  probably  told  him  that.  I  don't  know  that  I  did.  I 
may  have  told  him  so ;  and  I  may  not,— I  cannot  state  the 
words. 

Q.  If  it  was  at  a  subsequent  conversation,  was  it  iirovioiis  lo 
the  meeting  of  the  Legislature  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]  Mr.  Witness,  will  you  please 
look  upon  that  paper  and  state  whether  you  wrote  it  or  not  ? 

A.  "Well,  sir,  I  can  swear  positive,  I  did  not. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — Will  you  let  me  see  it  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — Oh!  he  swears  positive  that  he  did  not 
write  it. 

Q.  Do  yoi!  know  who  did  write  it  ? 

A.  T  do  not. 
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Q.  Did  you  cause  anybody  to  write  it  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Give  any  directions  concei'ning  it? 

A.  Never  saw  it,  sir,  until  now,  and  never  htard  of  it  dircctly 
or  indirectly. 

Mr.  McGowan — That  is  all. 

Witness — I  do  not  know  the  contents  of  it.  I  did  not  took 
at  it;  but  I  know  it  is  not  my  writing. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Are  yon  sure? 

Mr.  MeGowan — That  is  all. 


m  OP  i;.  II.  POUTER. 

Re-examined  by  Mr.  Huston. 

Question — Have  you  any  means  now  of  ascertaining  in  what 
cases  money  was  used,  sent  for  lands,  and  scrip  used  in  the  pur- 
chase of  it,  during  Mr.  lidnionds'  administration.  Was  there 
any  record  kept  by  which  you  can  tell  ? 

Answer — There  never  was  any  reiord  kept. 

Q.  No  book, 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  book  in  which  you  kept  any  account  dur- 
ing Mr.  Edmonds'  administration,  of  the  moneys  received,  in 
wkieh  you  entered  the  money  ? 

A.  None. 

Q.  These  moneys  that  you  speak  of,  in  tlie  safe, — was  that 
money  in  the  custody  of  the  State  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  custody  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land 
Office. 

Q.  What  safe  was  it  kept  in  ? 

A.  The  safe  in  the  front  room  of  the  Land  OiRce. 

Q.  To  what  office  did  the  safe  belong  ? 

A.  Belonged  to  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  Whose  property  was  it,— Mr.  Edmoiuls'  private  s;ife,  or 
was  it  the  State's  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  presnmo  it  belongs  to  the  State. 
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Q.  Those  envelopea  were  numbered,  were  they  ? 

A.  All  of  them. 

Q.  That  the  money  was  kept  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  I  see  No.  39  is,  Four  hundred  dollars.  Was  there 
that  amount  in  that  ? 

A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  who  that  four  hundred  dollars 
helonged  to  ? 

A.  I  do  not 

Q.  How  long  had  it  been  there  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell  now. 

Q.  Was  there,  during  the  time  that  you  was  in  Mr.  Edmond's 
oE&ce,  or  in  the  office  there  under  Mr.  Edmonds,  any  effort 
made  to  ascertain  to  whom  this  eleven  hundred  and  eighteen 
dollars  belonged  ? 

A'.  Well,  I  have  made  efforts  very  frequently  in  writing  to 
parties,  and  iu  many  instances  we  found  out  where  it 
belonged,  and  returned  iL    But  In  most  instances  we  did  not. 

Q.  You  can't  tell  how  long  this  four  hundred  dollars  had 
been  there  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember,  now,  what  it  was,  or  whose  it  was. 

Q.  You  can't  tell,  now,  the  length  of  time  that  these  differ- 
ent amounts  had  been  in  the  safe  ? 

A.  No.    Much  of  it  had  been  there  for  years  back. 

Q.  Did  any  of  this  money  that  was  in  the  safe,  accumulate 
while  yoii  was  there  ? 

A.  I  presume  it  did,  sir. 

Q,  Some  of  it  accumulated  while  you  were  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Any  of  it  while  Mr.  Edmonds  was  there  ? 

A.  Well,  quite  likely.  I  could  not  say  regarding  that.  I 
should  presume  there  might  have  been  some. 

Q.  The  counsel  for  the  respondent  asked  you  in  regard  to 
reserving  laiuls.    Now  I  want  to  ask  you  what  the  practice 
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was,  or  whether  there  was  any  book  iu  which  these  resen^ea 
were  kept  ? 

A.  There  was  a  booh,  made  during  the  last  two  years,  I 
beheve, — made,  perhaps,  in  1869, 1  guess, — to  enter,  to  make 
a  record  of  ihe  lands  reserved  on  contracts, — Swamp  laada 
which  were  getting  into  the  books  as  fast  as  possible. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  how  did  you  designate  upon  the  plats, — how 
did  jou  designate  upon  the  plats  of  the  ofBee, — that  lands  were 
reserved  ? 

A.  On  the  margin  was  always  put  the  initial,  with  the  con- 
tract to  which  they  were  reserved. 

Q.  How  ? 

A.  Mostly  in  pencil 

Q,  Well,  did  you  do  anything  upon  the  description  ? 

A.  In  pencil. 

Q,  Pencil  the  initial  of  the  party's  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  TJiKin  the  description  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  these  plats '( 

A.  They  are  blank  plats  of  townships. 

Q.  They  are  plats  of  towns,  bound,  are  they  not,  making  a 
large  volume  bound, — all  the  plats  bound  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  When  you  marked  land  in  that  way,  the  initial  in  pencil, 
and  pencil  upon  the  margin,  did  you  also  enter  upon  a  hook 
in  the  office,  giving  the  name  of  the  party  and  the  description 
of  the  land,  and  the  date  that  he  had  made  his  reservations  ? 

A.  We  did  while  they  were  transferred  from  the  book  on  to 
the  contract  book.  We  did  where  they  were  entered  on 
contracts, 

Q.  Where  they  were  actually  entered  on  con  tracts  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  as  fast  as  we  could  reach  them. 

Q.  Was  it  the  custom  to  reserve  large  amounts  of  land,  by 
this  penciling  of  the  description,  and  not  enter  it  upon   this 
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book  at  all.  There  was  no  evidence  in  the  office,  escept  the 
simple  penciling  on  the  plats,  that  they  had  been  reserved  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  the  custom. 

Q.  "Was  not  that  the  case  during  the  time  that  Mr.  Edmonds 
was  in  the  office  ? 

A.  It  has  been  the  custom. 

Q.  Was  n't  there  large  amounts  of  land  merely  reserved  in 
that  way,  and  the  only  evi(3ence  was  this  penciling,  at  the 
time  you  left  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so, 

Q.  Kow,  was  n't  it  the  practice,  very  frequently,  to  make 
these  reservations  upon  the  verbal  order  of  parties  that  came 
there,  ■without  having  any  written  application. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  there  was  no  application  and  no  evidence,  except 
the  penciling  upon  the  plat? 

A.  Many  times  that  was  all. 

Q.  During  the  time  that  you  was  in  the  office,  did  you  have 
any  knowledge  of.Mr.  Edmonds'  purchasing  any  State  lands  ? 

A.  Not  personally  purchasing  any  land.  I  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  it. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  a  piece  down  in  Monroe 
county.    What  do  you  know  about  that? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  applied  for  a  piece  of  land,  40  acres  I  think 
it  was,  for  some  party  down  in  the  Bouthern  part  of  the  State. 
Whether  it  was  Monroe  or  Branch  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  How  did  he  pay  for  it  ? 

A.  My  recollections  are  that  he  purchased  scrip,  and  paid 
me  the  money  for  scrip  to  purchase  the  land. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  paid  you  the  money  for  scrip  ? 

A.  I  think  so.    I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  To  purchase  the  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  since  he  was  Conmiissionor  ? 

A.  Yes,  air;  I  am  not  positive  in  regard  to  that.  I  want  it 
fully  understood  that  I  can't  remember. 
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Q.  "Well,  that  is  your  best  recollection  'i 

A.  That  is  my  best  recollection. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  uow  to  the  custom  in  the 
office  in  regard  to  licensed  lands,  and  have  you  state  what  yon 
know  in  regard  to  tbat? 

A.  Well,  sir,  the  custom  is  to  the  extent,  I  believe,— any 
man  in  the  State  is  entitled  to  forty  or  eighty  acres  of  any 
vacant  State  swamp  land,  on  application,  for  a  settlement. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  when  they  made  their  application,  what  was 
done  in  the  office  ? 

A.  To  give  them  u  license. 

Q.  Weli,  sir,  what  license  record  was  made  ? 

A.  Entered  upon  the  license  book. 

Q.  A  book  kept  in  the  office  for  tbat  purpose,  showing  the 
time  the  hcense  was  issued  and  the  name  of  the  licensee  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVcre  there  any  other  ciisos  in  which  licenses  were  issued 
to  actual  settlers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Large  nnmbers  of  them  V 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  law  of  1861  is  in  regard  to 
the  licensee  filing  his  own  affidavit  and  the  certificate  of  the 
supervisor  in  regard  to  his  having  entered  into  possession  of 
the  land  within  three  months  after  the  date  of  his  hcense  ? 

A.  I  think  the  law  requires,  in  form,  that  he  shall  make  an 
affidavit  and  return  to  the  Land  Office,  making  an  affidavit 
that  he  is  in  actual  possession  of  the  land,  and  has  been  three 
months;  that  he  has  entered  upon  his  land  within  three 
months  from  the  time  he  received  his  license. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  wasn't  it  usually  the  case  that  that  was  not  done 
by  settlers  that  entered  upon  the  land  ? 

A.  Very  often  it  was  not  done,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  that  generally  understood  in  the  office, — that  it 
was  not  done  ? 

A.  It  was. 
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Mr.  Shipman — I  wish  to  object  to  the  form  of  these  ques- 
tions.   There  is  no  necessity  of  their  being  so  leading. 

The  Presiding  OfScer — The  form  of  the  question  is  certainly 
objectionable.  The  Honorable  Manager  will  so  frame  hia 
question  as  to  avoid  the  objection. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  will.  I  desire  to  get  along  with  it 
as  rapidly  as  possible.    That  ia  al!  I  want  to  do. 

Q.  Will  you  state,  now,  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  had  any 
knowledge,  and  if  he  did,  on  this  snbject,  what  that  knowledge 
was^ 

A.  I  don't  know  what  knowledge  he  had  on  the  subject, 
anything  more  than  what  he  hud  gathered  from  the  law,  and 
from  what  had  been  said  in  the  office.    I  can't  tell. 

Q,  During  the  time  yon  were  in  the  office,  if  a  party  applied 
to  purchase  a  piece  of  land  that  had  been  previously  licensed 
to  an  actual  settler,  what  was  the  practice  of  the  office  in 
reference  to  selling  or  not  selling  to  the  applicant? 

A,  Receiring  an  affidavit  from  the  party  applying  for  the 
land,  or  from  two  responsible  parties  living  in  the  county,  I 
think,  or  township,  that  the  land  had  not  been  settled  upon 
or  was  not  oecupied,^ — be  had  not  settled  upon  it  in  three 
months,  and  if  be  had,  he  had  abandoned  the  land.  That  was 
the  usual  form, 

Q,  Required  these  affidavits  in  all  cases  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  unless  it  was  positively  known  by  the  Commis- 
sioner that  such  land  had  been  abandoned. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  it  to  mean  by  "  responsible," — 
"  the  affidavit  of  two  responsible  parties  ?" 

A.  The  law  so  words  it,  I  think, — "two  responsible  parties 
living  in  the  township." 

Q,  That  is,  what  yon  refer  to  is  the  law? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  that  is  the  way  the  law  reads.  I  am 
not  particularly  certain  how  it  reads. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  have  you  state,  if  you  can,  any  cases,  if 
there  were  any,  in  which  licensed  lands  were  sold  during  the 
timethat  you  were  in  the  office,  while  Mr.  Edmond^j  was  Oom- 
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missioner,  without  tlie  proof  of  abandonment  or  non-sett  le- 
nient, 

A.  I  don't  remember  an  instance. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  Porter,  these  responsible 
parties  whose  afBdavUs  were  reqnired,  —  were  these  parties 
to  be  known,  or  what  course  did  you  take  to  decide  as  to  their 
responsibility,  or  the  propriety  of  the  affidavit?  Or,  did  you 
rely  upon  the  jurat  simply  ? 

A.  I  think  the  law  states  positively  that  it  shall  be  by  the 
supervisor  or  by  two  responsible  parties  living  in  the  town- 
ship ;  and  we  took  their  oath. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  how  you  determined  it  ? 

A.  We  merely  determined  it  from  the  affidavit  as  you  would 
any  other  man's  name  attached  to  an  affidavit, 

Q.  Well,  then,  if  the  affidavit  recited  that  the  parties  did 
reside  in  the  town,  yon  took  that  to  bo  the  fact  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  they  were  responsible  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — If  I  may  be  permitted  to  take  the 
place  of  Mr.  Huston — 

The  Presiding  Officer— If  there  he  no  objection,  Manager 
Grosvenor  will  proceed  with  the  examination. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  were  prohibited  on  the  direct 
examination  from  interrogating  him  on  any  other  act.  We 
were  forbidden  by  an  arrangement  in  the  morning,  and  there- 
fore I  want  to  call  his  attention  back  to  the  examination  in 
chief. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  state  whether  you  at  any  time  since 
your  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Edmonds  since  his  official  term 
commenced — whether  you  have  ever  seen  him  under  the  influ- 
ence of  intoxicating  liquors;  and,  if  ao,  state  when  and  where? 

A.  I  think  I  saw  him  once  when  he  had  been  drinking;  he 
was  under  the  inflnence  of  liqaor. 

Q.  Where  was  that  ? 

A.  At  the  Land  Office. 
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Q.  In  hie  office  ? 

A,  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  Business  hours  of  tlie  day  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  About  Tvliat  time  was  that  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  afternoon  aometinio, 

Q.  Well,  ahout  what  time  in  the  year, — what  montli  and  day, 
as  near  aa  you  can.  fix  it? 

A.  Well,  sir,  it  was  in  April  or  May, — I  can't  say  which 
month  HOW. 

Q.  Have  you  observed  his  conduct  siuce  that,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  give  an  opinion  ? 

A.  I  have  never  examined  his  conduct,  or  looked  after  him 
in  any  way.  Never  have  seen  him  under  the  influence  since 
that,  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  At  that  time  was  there  anything  in  his  language  and 
conduct  that  would  indicate  that  he  had  been  drinking  too 
much — 

Mr.  Shipmau  [interrupting] — Let  him  state  the  language, 
Mr,  Grosvenor, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  [continaiug] — And  if  so,  state  what 
it  was, — whether  there  was  anything  profane  or  obscene,  or 
anything  of  that  character. 

A.  His  language  was  profane  and  very  decided,  and  not 
unlike — 

Mr.  Shipnian  [intermpfcing] — We  object  to  the  answer. 

The  Presiding  OfScer — The  witness  will  state  what  was  said, 
not  his  conclusion  aa  to  what  was  said.  He  wil!  state  the  best 
of  his  recollection. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Q.  Use  the  language  that  he  used,  as  near  as  you  can 
remember,  or  else  state  the  substance. 

A.  His  language  was  these  words,  as  near  aa  I  can  recollect : 
"  That,  by  Jesus  Christ,  he  was  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfRee,  and  not  General  Pritchard." 

Q.  On  any  other  occasions  except  that  time  that  you  speak 
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of,  was  he  guilty  of  Eimilar  languuge  ami  conduct?    If  so, 
state  what  ? 

Mr.  Shipmau — One  moment.  We  oljject.  The  witness  only 
states  one  occasion ;  we  object  to  tlie  language  used  on  any 
other  occasion  than  that.  I  suppose  the  object  is  to  show 
intemperance. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Yes,  sir.  Tlie  object  is  further 
than  that.  I  would  like  to  know  what  his  general  habits  and 
demeanor  in  the  office  were,  that  we  may  conclude  the  more 
readily  that  this — what  we  shall  claim,  boisterous  and  profane 
language — was  from  the  excitement  of  liquor.  AVe  want  to 
show  now  what  Lis  general  habits  were  in  the  office, 

Mr.  Shipman — We  will  withdraw  the  objection. 

The  Presiding  Ofiieor— The  objection  is  withdrawn. 

Q.  State,  then,  whether  you  have  heard  him  use  profane 
and  lond  language  before  tiiat,  of  the  same  character  or 
offense  ? 

A.  So,  sir;  I  never  did.  I  have  heard  him  use  an  oath  fre- 
quently, but  never  in  a  boisterous  way. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  using  an  oath  frequently  ? 

A,  Well,  in  hie  manner  of  conversation. 

Q.  That  is  his  common  manner  ? 

A.  He  has  done  it  in  his  talk  frequently, — the  manner  of 
conversation  with  me;  I  don't  know  whether  with  others  or 
not,  bnt  with  myself,  I  have. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  you  speak  of,  when  he  declared  himself 
Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  was  there  anything  in  the 
tone  and  the  manner  unnatural,  to  lead  you  to  conclude  that 
he  was  intoxicated  ?  If  so,  just  tell  me  all  about  it,  so  that  we 
can  understand. 

A.  His  manner  was  unnatural  from  what  ho  had  been 
before. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  should  prefer  to  have  him  state  what  the 
facta  were. 

The  Presiding  Officer  [to  the  witness] — State  the  facts. 
48 
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A.  The  facts  were  these :  I  was  talking  with  regard 
to  some  special  ruling  in  the  office, — in  regiird,  I  thiob,  to 
moneys  that  should  be  back  on  payment  of  interest  on  any 
particular  account  that  was  in  the  office, — what  amount  should 
be  back  in  regard  to  adyertising,  was  the  way  the  conversation 
came. 

Q.  .Well,  now,  what  did  he  say, — the  manner,  describe  it  if 
you  have  the  power  of  description,  so  that  we  can  understand 
how  it  was  ? 

A.  We  had  a  particular  form  of  doing — 

Q.  [Interrupting] — No.  I  want  the  language  and  the  man- 
ner, the  words  and  his  manner  at  the  time,  so  that  we  can 
understand  it. 

A.  Well,  sir,  1  tried,  I  believe,  to  give  him  the  idea  of  the 
work  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Sbipman — Will  you  please  to  state  what  remark — the 
conversation  that  occurred? 

The  Presiding  Officer — State  the  language, 

Q.  I  want  the  language  used,  without  any  action  or  anything 
else ;  the  language  that  the  respondent  used,  and  his  manner 
of  using  it,  if  you  have  the  power  of  description  so  that  you 
can  make  us  understand  it  as  you  understood  it  then,  and  as 
you  saw  it. 

A.  Well,  sir,  lie  said  it  in  a  manner  that  would  be  very 
decided,  that  "By  Jesus  Christ,  he  was  the  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office,  and  not  General  Pritchard,"  and  wanted 
me  to  understand  that  that  was  his  rule. 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  in  a  whisper  ? 

A.  He  said  it  a  good  deal  louder  than  I  do. 

Q.  Did  he  say  it  in  an  earnest,  emphatic  manner  ? 

A.  I  thought  so. 

Q.  Indicate  any  unusual  eseitement  ? 

A.  I  took  it  to  be  so. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  about  his  countenance  that  indicated 
a  flush  of  excitement,  caused  by  any  unnatural  or  artificial 
thing  ? 
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A.  I  wonld  not  swear  as  to  that,  sir;  1  :ould  not  say  any- 
thing more  than  anger;  I  thought  he  was  somewhat  angry, 
and  I  could  smeH  his  breath, — certainly  from  liquor. 

Q,  You  could  smell  hia  hreatli  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  sat  right  by  him. 

Q.  YoiT  knew  he  had  been  drinking,  then? 

A.  I  was  satisfied  he  had  been  drinking. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — There  is  one  of  these  papers  filed 
here,  and  this  is  similar.  I  will  lot  the  witness  look  at  this  for 
the  purpose  of  leaving  that  on  the  file ;  this  is  supposed  to  be 
a  copy  of  the  same  edition. 

[Paper  handed  to  witness.] 

Q.  You  have  been  asked  on  your  crass-examination  some- 
what in  regard  to  your  feeling  or  interest  and  bias  in  this  ease, 
and  the  interest  that  you  have  taken.  I  want  you  to  state,  on 
looking  at  that  paper,  whether  you  had  ever  seen  the  paper 
before  ? 

A.  I  have,  I  think. 

Q.  State  whether  the  paper  had  any  connection  with  your 
feelings,  or  bias,  or  prejudice,  that  caused  yon  to  take  an  active 
part  in  this  case? 

A.  It  Was  that  and  that  alone.  It  was  that  paper  and  that 
alone. 

Q.  From  the  reading  of  that  paper  did  you  consider  your- 
self the  person  indicated  there  as  "John  Gray?" 

A.  I  so  take  it. 

Mr.  Shipraan — One  moment.  I  suppose  that  that  question 
is  not  the  one  before  the  Senate.  The  question  was  simply 
asked  as  to  the  character  of  the  paper.  We  do  not  care  what 
he  does  or  does  not  consider  himself.  Whether  he  considered 
himself  as  the  party  mentioned  there,  or  not,  is  quite  immate- 
rial here. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — The  proposition,  to  my  mind,  is 
very  evident  that  we  are  entitled  to  the  testimony,  as  to  the 
cause  of  his  interest  and  bias  in  this  case.  And  if  that  paper 
was  the  cause, — if  he  deemed  himself  to  have  been  the  party 
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indicated  there,  as  one  standing  in  a  doubtfnl  position,  we  are 
entitled  to  know  it, 

Mr.  Shipman — I  won't  object  to  that  extract,  if  it  is  for  that 
purpose, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— While  I  am  up  1  will  ask  to  have 
the  rilling  of  the  Chair  upon  another  point,  whether  all 
matters  in  which  the  respondent  travels  out  of  a  legitimate 
cross-examination  whether  it  is  not  the  right  of  the  Managers 
to  cross-examine  upon  that  matter,  as  in  this  case  they  have 
traveled  out  of  a  cross-examination  and  been  making  testi- 
mony, making  testimony  to  support  their  defense.  Had  they 
heen  kept  to  a  rigid  cross-examination,  very  much  of  this  tes- 
timony would  have  been  kept  out  and  they  would  haye  been 
compelled  to  call  the  witness,  then.  The  wholesome  rule  of 
cross  examination,  which  is  a  privilege  I  highly  prize  in  the 
profession,— -no  one  can  understand  that  better  than  members  of 
the  profession, — ogives  the  benefit  of  leading  questions.  Often- 
times a  witness  upon  the  stand  has  not  the  power  of  descrip- 
tion, he  has  not  the  power  of  language  to  convey  his  thoughts, 
and  they  may  be  better  got  out  sometimes  by  direct  examina- 
tion. Now,  may  I  ply  this  witness  with  leading  questions 
upon  matters  alone  which  they  have  interrogated  him  outside 
of  the  legitimate  cross-examination  ?  I  would  like  to  have  a 
ruling  of  the  Chair  upon  that  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Chair  will  make  no  general  bar- 
gain with  counsel,  bnt  will  pass  upon  questions  as  they  rise 
and  objections  are  made, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  would  like  to  use  the  privilege 
here  on  this  witness.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question  in  a 
moment.  I  will  continue  the  eximination  upon  this  paper, 
inasmuch  as  Mr.  Porter  hi^  thit  [To  the  witness] — Yoa 
believed  yourself  as  the  party  indicated  m  that,  as  "John 
Gray,"  did  you  ? 

A,  I  did. 

Q.  I  believe  you  stated  that  that  was  the  sole  cause  of  the 
interest  that  you  took  in  this  case  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  solely,  and  nothing  else. 

Q.  Noiv,  I  will  ask  you  ivhetlier  the  acta  wliich  you  did  to 
discover  the  author  of  that,  had  any  reference  to  this  prosecu- 
tion, or  was  it  for  another  pnrpose  ? 

A,  I  had  no  thought,  sir,  of  anything  of  this  ]) rose c ii t ion  at 
all ;  no  knowledge  of  it  whatever. 

Q.  To  what  did  your  investigation  point  ? 

A.  A  private  investigation  of  the  matter,  of  my  own, 

Q,  Well,  now,  had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  Com  mis- 
sioner  Edmonds  was  the  author  of  that  paper? 

A.  I  had,  in  my  own  mind,  sir,  a  good  reason. 

Q,  What  were  the  reasons  ? 

Mr.  Shipmaa — One  moment.    We  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  ask  what  his  reasons  were. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object  to  his  reasons.  His  knowledge  we 
do  not  object  to. 

The  Presiding  Ofilccr — Do  the  counsel  wish  to  say  anything 
upon  the  objection  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  wish  to  make  these  remarks,  Mr. 
President :  The  counsel  for  the  respondent  have  pat  in  evi- 
dence, although  they  have  not,  as  yet,  asked  direct  questions, — 
but  they  have  put  in  evidence  upon  which  they  claim  to  show 
that  a  feeling  which  existed  between  Mr.  Edmonds  and  the 
witness  here  was  a  feeling  which  arose  oiit  of  various  rulings 
that  Edmonds  made,  various  conversations  which  they  had, 
and  finally  a  dismissal  of  the  witness  from  office.  Now,  we 
called  the  witness  upon  the  stand  and  asked  him  with  regard 
to  this  paper.  We  asked  him  whether  those  feelings  and 
interest  which  he  had,  and  the  bias  which  he  admits,  arose 
from  the  publication  of  this  paper.  He  says  they  did.  When 
the  question  immediately  arises,  AVhy  would  this  paper  produce 
those  feelings?  Now,  it  may  be  a  fact,  notwithstanding  our 
testimony,  that  Mr.  Edniojids  was  not  the  author  of  this 
paper,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  competent  as  showing  the 
mental  operation  upon  which  the  witness  acted,  or  mental 
emotions  npon  which  he  acted,  to  show  the  reasons  ivhy  he 
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supposed  tbat  Mr.  Edmonds  was  the  author  of  thia  paper,  and 
therefore  to  show  why  he  Jiad  the  ill-feelings  against  him.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  had  ought  to  go  to  this  court  the  same  as 
it  would  go  to  a  jury, — as  explaining  the  whole  matter.  It 
certainly  explains  the  whole  matter.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  reasons  a,re  wholly  based  upon  facts,  but  they  must  be 
based  upon  some  facts,  because  a  man  does  not  have  an  opin- 
ion without  some  facts,  and  those  facts  are  the  reasons  for 
which  we  ask  here.  The  question  is,  What  were  the  reasons  ? 
in  other  words,  What  are  the  facts  that  made  him  act  ? 
Although  he  may  have  acted  bad,  they  might  have  been 
facts  that  would  have  acted  upon  one  man's  mind  differently 
from  what  they  wonld  upon  another  man's  mind.  The  ques- 
tion amounts  really  to  What  are  the  facts  which  induced  you  to 
think  Mr.  Edmonds  was  the  author  of  this  paper  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  seems  to  me,  that  that  should  be 
the  question, — What  are  the  facts.  If  he  had  reasons  that 
were  not  based  upon  the  facts,  the  respondent  could  not  be 
affected.  I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  the  question  if 
it  is  desired.  The  objection  is  sustained.  Let  the  witness 
state  the  facts. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  called  for  his  reasons,  and  then 
I  expected,  of  eonrse,  in  those  reasons  he  would  state  the  facts ; 
I  did  not  expect  that  he  would  state  anything  else,  or  that  he 
could  in  the  nature  of  the  case  state  anything  else  but  facts. 
The  reasons  he  would  give  wonld  naturally  be  facts,  if  it  was 
from  any  consideration  with  him  that  he  came  to  the  conclus- 
ion. "State  your  reasons."  What  are  reasons?  "They  are 
facts  upon  which  he  came  to  the  conclusion  I  did."  What  are 
they  ?  "I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Edmonds ;  in  that  con- 
versation" this  occurred,  or  that  occurred,  or  whatever  it  was. 
I  don't  know  what  the  facts  are,  but  the  facts  were  the  reasons 
which  we  want  to  draw  out. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  may  state  the  facts. 

Q.   State  the  facts.     State  the  grounds, — I  don't  know  as 
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there  are  any  other  words  you  can  use  there.  State  the  facts 
upon  which  you  believed  Mr.  Edmonds  to  be  the  author. 

Mr.  Shipmau— We  object  to  the  question.  The  question 
should  bo  confined  to  this:  "Have  jou  any  knowledge?  What 
knowledge  liave  you?"  then,  "If  you  have  knowledge,  state 
what."  First,  it  must  appear  that  he  has  knowledge;  and, 
second,  he  may  state  what  that  knowledge  is.  But  this  is 
under  cover,  really,  to  get  in  what  reasons  he  had  for  believing 
Mr.  Edmonds  to  be  responsible.    We  object  to  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — From  the  statement  of  the  Honora- 
ble Manager,  I  supposed  that  to  be  in  reality  what  he  wanted. 
The  witness,  though,  may  state  his  knowledge  in  regard  to  it 

Q.  Will  you  go  on  and  answer  the  questien  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  my  knowledge,  at  least  my  reasons,  are  these — 

Mr.  Shipman — Wait  a  moment.  The  question  is  one  of 
knowledge  under  the  decision. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  has  been  sufficiently 
instructed  that  he  must  state  the  knowledge,  the  facts. 

Witness — My  knowledge  is  this:  That  it  came  from  the 
Labd  Office,  through  some  one,  purporting  to  go  out  to  the 
public  that  certain  letters  had  been  written  in  this  city  signed 
"John  Gray." 

Mr.  Shipman— The  witness  should  understand  that  it  is  hia 
personal  knowledge,  not  what  he  has  been  informed  by  others. 

Witness — I  am  speaking  of  personal  knowledge.  Of  course, 
when  this  paper  came  out,  I  could  suspect  no  one  else  except 
the  men  there,  from  what  I  know  had  been  said  and  done 
through  that  office. 

Mr.  Shipman— One  moment.  That  is  the  reason.  We  want 
personal  knowledge. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  not  state  any  pri- 
vate reasons  of  his  own,  but  state  his  own  knowledge. 

Mr,  Manager  Cochrane — It  seems  to  me  that  the  rule  here, 
from  which  we  ask  that  this  question  should  be  answered, — 
the  principle  upou  which  we  ask  it, — is  not  fully  understood  by 
the  counsel  for  the  responent.     Let  me  illustrate.    Supposing 
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a  man  is  charged  with  murder,  and  his  counsel  attempt  to 
palliate  that  murder,  perhaps  to  justify  it  Supposing  the 
party  can  prove, — if  it  were  competent  to  put  him  upon  tlie 
stand, — should  prove  that  it  was  a  common  reputation;  that 
lie  heard  it  in  society  generally;  that  he  heard  it  everywhere, 
that  the  party  murdered  had  had  criminal  intercourse  with  hia 
own  wife.  Now,  he  might  not  he  acquainted,  personally,  with 
a  single  one  of  those  facts,  and  yet  I  think  that  any  lawyer 
would  submit  to  the  court,  and  insist,  that  a  common 
reputation  with  regard  to  that  matter  might  be  some  justi- 
fication; it  might  palliate  the  crime,  although  he  might 
not  be  acquainted  with  one  single  fact  any  further 
th&n  a  common  reputation, — any  further  than  the  observation 
of  society  generally,  or  the  observation  of  his  friends,  or  the 
observation  of  particular  individuals  in  whom  he  might  place 
confidence.  Now,  it  has  been  sought  here  to  show  feelings  of 
prejudice  against  the  respondent.  These  feelings  probably 
exist;  we  do  not  deny  but  what  they  exist.  They  have  shown 
upon  the  other  side  something  which  they  claim  accounts  for 
this  feeling,  and  that  is  the  dismissal  from  the  office.  We, 
upon  our  side,  seek  to  show  that  the  witness  here  believed 
that  the  respondent  was  guilty  of  the  publication  and  the 
circulation  of  this  newspaper.  He  may  not  know  one  single 
fact,  but  society  may,  or  those  who,  perhaps,  are  entitled  to 
know. 

The  Presiding  Officer — 1  will  ask  one  question,  right  here. 
la  this  evidence  sought  of  the  witness  now  for  that  purpose,  or 
is  it  in  support  of  Articles  VHI,  and  IX  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  suppose  it  is  sought  for  the  pur- 
pose of  simply  showing  his  feelings. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  is  all. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Is  it  not  sufficient,  that  the  witness 
himself  states  Jhat  the  reason  of  his  action  was  based  upoB 
the  paper  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — AVe  insist  that  he  is  not  required  to  prove 
that.    If  he  states  it,  that  is  siifficient. 
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Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — ^Woll,  we  were  prohibited  from  ask- 
ing the  reasons  why  he  belieTed  it.  We  thought  it  was  proper 
to  go  to  this  Court. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Let  mo  ask  the  Honorable  Manager 
if  it  is  necessary,  as  long  as  the  witness  has  stated  that  it  Is 
BO  ?    What  his  private  reasons  may  he  is  one  thing. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  think  it  is  proper  to  go  to  the 
Court  to  sliow  the  entire  ground.  We  propose  to  show  that 
he  was  justified  in  his  own  mind.  Perhaps  he  would  be  justi- 
fied in  the  eyes  of  this  Court  in  having  these  feelings.  It  is 
simply  to  show  that  he  believed  that  this  man  was  the  author 
of  this  paper.  The  Court  might  say:  "  Wliat  reason  have  you 
to  believe  that  he  was  the  person,  without  explaining  the 
reason?"  We  want  to  show  that  he  was  justiBed  in  tliis  so' 
far  as  those  reasons  go,  no  matter  whether  it  comes  from  hear- 
say, or  whether  it  comes  from  the  knowledge  that  this  man 
published  the  paper. 

The  Presiding  Officer— I  do  not  understand  that  there  is 
any  question  pending. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  book]  This  book  that  yon  have  been 
interrogated  about,  I  want  to  ask  a  few  questions  about  that. 
Was  this  book  first  commeneed  at  that  time,  or  at  the  time  it 
bears  date,— April,  18^1,—the  15th  of  April,  1871  ? 

A.  I  think  that  is  the  first  account,  sir,  that  was  kept.  I 
didn't  know  what  it  was. 

Q,  At  that  time  yon  seem  to  have  entered  an  amount  of  one 
hundred  acd  twelve  dollars  on  hand,  and  that  commences  on 
the  15th  day  of  April.    That  was  the  commencement,  was  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir  ? 

Q.  After  that  was  everything  entered  in  that  book  that  you 
had  knowledge  of  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  of  the  transaction  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
4« 
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Q.  Was  that  continued  so  along,  as  far  as  your  knowledge 
extends,  a  tme  and  correct  record  of  the  transactions  within 
your  knoivledgo  then  ? 

A.  It  does,  I  believe. 

Q.  I  see  in  May,  another  handwriting.  Yon  stated  whose 
it  was.    May  31st, — is  that  Mr.  Barnard's  handwriting? 

[Book  shown  witness,] 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Was  that  the  end  of  your  term  ? 

A.  The  last.    I  left  the  office  the  first  of  June. 

Q.  You  turned  this  money  over? 

A.  It  was  all  deposited. 

Q.  Have  yoi\  turned  this  money  over  to  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  see  no  entry  npon  that  book  showing  it  to  be  turned 
over. 

A.  Not  turned  over ;  it  was  deposited,  iis  balanced  up  there, 
at  the  end  of  every  month. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  At  the  State  Treasurer's  Office. 

Q.  Yes,  but  the  book  don't  show  it;  it  shows  $309,— just 
explain  that.  In  other  cases  there,  you  indicate  at  the  end  of 
the  month,  that  it  has  been  deposited.  That,  I  see  now,  com- 
mences at  the  close  of  your  term  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  money  deposited  ? 

A.  It  was.    Let  me  see  what  that  date  would  be. 

Q.  The  31st  of  May. 

A.  It  was  deposited, 

Q.  Why  wasn't  it  marked  on  the  liook,  then,  that  it  was 


A.  There  don'L  soeni  to  be  any  such  entry  on  the  book. 

Mr.  Shipman— Deposited  where  ? 

Mr,  Manager  O-roavenor— -In  the  office  of  the  State  Treas- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOCEEDDJGS  OF  THE  dOURT.  387 

The  witness — There  is  also  a  receipt  taten  and  filed  for  the 


Mr.  Shipman — I  diit  n't  know  what  you  meant  by  '■  depos- 
ited." 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— What  I  mean  is  this;  At  the  end 
of  April,  it  seems, — April  39, — there  seems  to  be  deposited  in 
the  State  Treasury  $4*73.  You  will  find  that  continued  until 
the  last  entry,  when  he  left  the  office,  and  this  book  would 
show  in  his  hands  $309  when  he  left,  back,  unexplained.  That 
is  why  I  aeked  him. 

The  witness — It  was  deposited,  which,  I  presume,  the 
receipt  will  show,  in  the  hands  of  the  State  Land  Office. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  there  is  any  question  about  it,  I  will  send 
an  officer  for  the  papers. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosreuor — No;  there  is  none,  if  you  do  not 
claim  that  the  money  is  in  his  hands. 

(To  the  witness) — Now  that  was  not  tlie  money  about 
which  yon  and  Captain  Edmonds  differed? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  the  profits  in  '■  scrip  "  trade  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  pay  over  the  profits  of  the  last  month 
or  two  you  were  there  ? 

Mr,  Shipman — We  object  to  that.  IVe  did  not  go  into  it. 
The  case  before  the  Senate  is  not  Porter  against  Edmonds,  nor 
Edmonds  against  Porter ;  it  is  the  State  against  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Land  Office;  and  do  not  let  ns  go  into  that 
issue  only  to  see  whether  one  was  right  or  the  other  was  right. 
The  only  question  proper  and  becoming  upon  the  testimony 
of  the  witness  is  whether  he  has  any  bias ;  whether  he  has  got 
it  rightfully  or  wrongfully  is  quite  immaterial.  We  simply 
showed  that  there  was  a  dispute,  that  is  all;  we  did  not  go 
into  it,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  try  the  issue. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  do,  Mr.  President.  We  want 
to  try  that  very  issae.  We  want  to  know  the  cause,  for  there 
was  the  very  point  where  the  people  began  to  get  light ;  and 
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we  want  to  know  exactly  what  the  arrangement  was  between 
the  respondent  and  this  clerk,  even  before  the  respondent  was 
elected.  We  want  to  know  whether  there  was  a  bargain  going- 
as  far  back  as  that;  whether  the  Commissioner  violated  that 
bargain  in  turning  this  man  away,  which  was  the  canse  of  his 
not  paying,  and  which  was  the  cause  of  our  knowing  what  we 
may  know  in  the  case.    1'hat  is  what  we  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  that  is  the  ground,  we  won't  object.  You 
may  try  anything  that  you  want  to  try. 

The  Presiding  OfScer — The  objection  is  withdrawn,  but  I 
certainly  hope  we  shall  not  try  the  case  of  Porter  against 
Edmonds  or  of  Edmonds  against  Porter. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — No.  But  upon  the  cross-exami- 
nation— 

The  Presiding  Officer  [interrupting] — The  objection  is  with- 
drawn.   The  counsel  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  ask,  upon  the  part  of  the  Man- 
agers, as  a  personal  privilege,  to  make  an  explanation. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  counsel  may  make  an  expla- 
nation. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  ask  it,  that  we  may  know  just 
how  we  stand.  We  do  not  take  any  part  in  this  personal  fight, 
only  so  far  as  it  leads  to  matters  connected  with  the  public 
interests,  bnt  so  far  as  that  we  ask  permission  to  bring  it  all 
to  the  light,  if  it  indicates  the  motive,  the  animus,  with  which 
one  has  been  actuated  or  the  other,  to  develop  this  matter. 
Kow,  I  have  no  stock  in  either  of  these  men.  I  do  not  know 
tliat  the  People  have, — as  to  their  personal  quarrel,  I  mean ; 
and  I  believe  that  the  Managers  have  no  such  feeling. 
I  do  not  wish  to  have  Senators  understand  that  we 
are  defending  this  man;  only,  he  is  now  the  People's  wit- 
ness on  the  stand,  and  it  is  onr  duty  to  see  that  ho  he  not  un- 
fairly stultified  here.  If  there  is  a  reason  which  operated  in 
his  mind  for  withholding  that  money — in  his  judgment — on  a 
contract,  or  an  arrangement  between  him  and  Edmonds, — if  he 
felt  justified  in  withholding  that  money  because  Edmonds  had 
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not  performed  liis  agreement, — then  wo  would  like  to  have  tlio 
whole  of  it ;  because  the  indication  would  ho  hero, — in  fact 
they  shadow  it  forth  already, — that  in  consequence  of  some 
corrupt  conduct  on  the  part  of  this  man,  he  was  turned  out  of 
office  by  the  respondent,  whereas  we  want  to  show  that  that 
might  have  had  something  to  do  with  it,  hut  it  is  only  dragged 
up  here  as  an  excuse ;  and  whereas,  as  a  part  defense,  we  want 
to  show  that  it  went  deeper,  It  had  reference  to  something 
more.  That  is  the  only  explanation  I  desire  to  make.  [To 
the  witness.]  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  state  fully  and  candidly 
the  reason  you  did  not  pay  the  money  over  for  the  last  two 
months, — the  profits  on  the  scrip  trade  ? 

Mr,  Shipman — Mr.  President,  I  will  renew  the  objection,  be- 
cause it  opens  an  issue  here  that  we  do  not  expect  to  try.  This 
haB  nothing  to  do  with  the  case.  I  was  inclined  to  withdraw 
the  objection  after  this  general  statement  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Managers  that  it  might  leave  a  had  impression  upon 
the  Senate ;  but  this  is  an  immaterial  issue  here  altogether, 
and  I  object  simply  as  a  friend  of  the  respondent.  The  fact  is 
all;  the  bias  is  apparent; — he  owns  it,  and  that  is  enough. 
Now,  I  would  suggest  one  thing,  Mr.  President,  that  any  trans- 
action between  the  Commissioner  and  the  State  we  will  not 
object  to  showing;— that  he  did  not  do  properly  by  the  State; 
but  this  is  a  transaction  between  the  witness  and  Mr,  Edmonds. 
Whether  Mr.  Edmonds  was  wrong  or  Mr.  Porter  was  wrong  is 
immaterial  in  this  iasiic.  It  is  not  charged  in  the  articles; — 
it  in  no  way  bears  upon  the  ease. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  if  it 
la  desu'ed. 

Mr.  McGowan — Will  the  Secretary  read  article  fifth  of  the 
impeachment,  so  that  we  may  understand  the  issue  ? 

The  Secretary  here  read  the  iifth  of  the  articles  of  impeach- 
meut. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Senators,  the  question  is,  Shall  Lhc 
question  proposed  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  be  put  to  the 
mtncss  ? 
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Mr.  Briggs — I  ask  for  the  reading  of  tlie  last  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Tho  reporter  will  reiiA  the  last  ques- 
tion pTit  to  the  witness. 

Question  I'ead. 

Mr.  Waterbury — I  would  like  to  have  the  Senate  Chamber 
cleared  that  we  may  talk  over  this  matter.  I  make  that  motion ; 

"Which  motion  prevailed. 

The  Senate  chamber  was  then  cleared  at  11:37,  and  the  doors 
were  again  opened  at  11:55. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Gentlemen  Managers  on  the  part  of 
the  impeachment,  and  counsel  for  the  respondent:  The  ques- 
tion stands,  yeas  17,  and  nays  9 ;  so  the  Senate  decide  that  the 
question  shall  be  pnt  to  tlie  witness. 

Mr.  Eomeyn — I  will  call  attention  to  the  order  adopted  this 
morning  in  regard  to  adjourning  at  12  o'clock. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Senator  move  to  adjourn  ? 

Mr.  Moffatt  here  made  an  inquiry  as  to  the  cause  of  delay  ia 
printing  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  Wheeler  moved  that  a  committee  of  three  be  appointed 
by  the  Chair,  to  confer  with  the  State  Printer,  relative  to  the 
cause  of  delay  in  the  printing  of  the  "  Impeachment  Proceed- 
ings; 

Which  motion  ])revailed. 

The  Presiding  Officer  appointed  as  snch  committee  Senators 
Wheeler,  Moffatt,  and  Waterbury. 

Mr,  Romeyn—Now,  Mr.  President,  if  it  is  necessary  to  make 
a  motion  for  a  recess,  I  will  make  that  motion. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court 
of  Impeachment,  took  a  recess  until  two  o'clock  P.  M, 


Friday  P.  M.,  May  3,  1872. 

The  Senate  was  called  to  order  iiy  the  President  pro  ient.  at 
two  o'clock. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  the  Presiding  Officer 
announced  a  quorum  present. 
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Absent — Senators  Mann  and  Putnam. 

The  Prosiding  Officer — When  the  Seoate  took  a  rece38,  a 
qnestion  had  been  asked  by  the  counsel  and  objection  made, 
and  the  Senate  had  allowed  the  question  to  be  asked.  Are  the 
Managers  ready  to  proceed  ? 

KE-BXAMINATIOK   OF  E,  H.  POKTER,  CONTINUED. 
E.  H.  Porter  again  took  the  stand,  and  the  re-direct  exami- 
nation was  continued. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor ; 

Q,  The  question  was.  Why  did  you  not  pay  over  to  Mr. 
Edmonds  the  profits  on  the  sale  of  scrip  for  the  last  one  or  two 
months  ? 

A.  Shall  I  answer  the  question  ? 

Q.  That  is  the  order. 

A.  Because  I  did  not  consider  that  he  had  lived  up  to  the 
t#rms  of  the  contract  between  himself  and  me,  or  to  his 
promise. 

Q.  AVhat  was  that  eonti-aet  ? 

A.  The  promise  that  he  made  personally  to  myself  and 
friends,  that  I  was  to  remain  as  hLs  Deputy,  before  his  nomina- 
tion and  also  after  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  consideration  of  that  promise,  if  anything  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  no  consideration,  anything  more  than 
promises  that  were  made  before, 

Q.  When  was  the  agreement  made  ?  How  did  he  come  to 
make  the  promise? 

A.  He  made  the  promises  to  friends  before  or  at  the  time  of 
the  convention — of  the  State  Republican  convention — and 
also  to  myself  in  the  presence  of  friends  after  his  nomination. 

Q.  That  is  the  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  he  come  to  make  it? 

A.  They  went  to  him — I  know  they  did — and  talked  to  him. 

Mr.  McGowan — I  understand  the  witness  is  to  speak  from 
personal  knowledge. 
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Witness — My  own  personal  knowledge. 

Q.  I  ask  if  you  know  what  was  said? 

A.  I  don't  know  all  that  was  said  at  that  time, 

Q.  Did  jon  have  any  talk  with  him,  yourself,  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  that  talk  ? 

A.  He  told  mo,  in  the  presence  of  hulf  a  dozen  of  my 
friends,  he  knew  my  standing  in  ofBee,  and  also  as  a  citizen, 
and  that  "so  far  as  anything  he  knew,"  I  think  were  the 
words,  "he  could  say  to  me  without  any  fear  of  contradiction 
or  without  any  reservation  in  his  own  mind,  that  I  should 
remain  there  as  his  Deputy  in  his  office." 

Q.  Were  you  and  your  friends  to  do  anything  in  that  con- 
vention in  consideration  of  that  promise  ? 

A,  That  was  ou  the  part  of  friends,  hefore  the  nommatiou. 

Mr.  Shipman — Have  we  got  to  go  back  into  that  bargain? 
We  object  to  it.  We  do  not  want  to  take  up  time.  If  it  is 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Penate,  if  required,  we  will  submit 
to  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  objection  is  sustained.  I  will 
take  a  vote  if  required. 

Q.  Since  leaving  the  stand  have  you  looked  that  paper  over? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Will  you  state  any  facts,  if  you  have  any,  that  lead  you 
to  believe  that  Mr.  Edmonds  was  the  author  of  that  paper  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvener — I  believe  that  was  the  ruling,  that 
lie  might  state  the  facts. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  was  the  ruling. 

[The  objection  was  withdrawn.] 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  hava 

Q.  State  them  as  correctly  as  you  can. 

A.  Here  is  one  place,  in  this  paper,  that  my  attention  was 
called  to  in  reading  it,  that  gave  me  fully  to  understand  that 
be,  and  no  one  else,  was  the  party  that  issued  the  paper.  He 
•ffas  at  my  house,  personally,  as  my  guest,  himself  and  his  wife 
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and  daughter,  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  some 
week, — or  about  a  week, — and  no  other  man  could  know  the 
circumstances,  that  ia  in  this  paper,  bnfc  liimself. 

Q.  What  circumstances  ? 

A.  I  will  read  it. 

Q.  State  what  circumstance. 

"WltncBS,  [reading] — "  It  has  been  our  pleasure,  often  to  meet 
our  erring  brother," — 

Mr.  Shipman — If  there  is  any  fact  or  circumstance  bearing 
on  this,  he  can  state. 

Q.  State  what  occurred  at  your  house?  We  iviti  read  the 
paper  ourselves. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  My  attention  was  called  to  it  from  the  fact, 
that  he  refers  to  his  being  present  at  the  family  altar. 

Q.  Well,  any  other  circumstances  ? 

A.  Another  circumstance  that  leads  me  to  fully  believe  that 
it  emanated  from  that  office,  or  from  himself,  was  the  fact 
that  I  gave,  upon  some  half  dozen  importunings,  my  photo 
graph  to  one  of  his  confidential  clerks. 

Q.  Who? 

A.  Mr.— 

Mr.  McGowan — Griswold  ? 

Witness.  Yes,  Mr.  Griswold. 

Q.  Any  other  circumstance  or  fact  ? 

A.  No  other  circumstance  or  fact  that  I  could  gatlier  from 
it  personally. 

Q,  You  speak  of  the  session  of  the  Legislature.  Which  ses- 
sion was  it, — the  extra  session  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  the  session  of  1871. 

Q.  The  regular  session  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  While  you  were  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Before  any  difficulty  between  you  and  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

50 
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Mr.  MeGowan — I  do  cot  nnderatand  what  time  is  fized  by 
Uiis  Iiegislature  being  the  regular  session  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  regular  session  of  1871. 

Witness — It  was  near  the  close  of  the  session  that  the 
respondent  was  at  my  house,  and  as  a  gnesfc,  for  about  a  week, 
on  invitation. 

Q.  Do  yon  wish  to  explain  anything  further  about  the 
Kent  county  fees  than  what  you  have  stated  ? 

A.  I  would  be  glad  to. 

Q.  We]],  sir  ? 

A.  I  would  like  to  see  the  book  a  moment.  [The  witness 
here  refers  to  a  boot.]  If  you  will  pardon  me  a  moment  I 
will  do  a  little  figuring,  and  tell  you  esactly.  [After  a  short 
time  the  witness  resumed.]  The  facts  of  the  ease  were  these: 
Kent  county,  I  think,  was  ordered  to  he  made  before 
Mr.  Edmonds  eame  into  the  office.  General  Pritchard 
directed  me  to  give  a  namber  of  towns  to  his  wife  to  make  up, 
and  I  procured  the  field-note  books  from  the  office,  and  sent 
them  to  Allegan,  and  Mrs.  Pritchard  herself  wrote  up  the 
field-notes ;  and  when  the  money  was  received  to  the  amount 
of  five  dollars  a  township  for  a  number  of  towns, — I  cau't  tell 
how  many,— was  paid  to  Mrs.  Pritchard,  and  the  balance  of  it 
was  paid  into  the  State  Treasurer's  Office. 

Q.  Have  you  any  explanation  that  yon  desire  to  make  in 
regai-d  to  the  sixteen  dollar  matter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  wish  to  state  in  regard  to  the  sixteen  dollar 
matter,  that  it  was  field-notes  for  two  towns, — I  don't  remem- 
ber the  county,— -and  that  in  closing  up  my  account  then,  so  I 
could  make  them  as  correct  as  I  could,  I  was  uncertain  in  my 
mind  whether  it  had  been  paid,  not  knowing  it  in  such  a  way 
that  I  was  uncertain  of  its  payment.  I  wrote  to  Smalley 
whether  it  had  been  paid  or  not.  The  paper  came  in  before  I 
went  into  the  office,— the  paper  written  before  I  went  into  the 
office,  and  answer  returned  after  I  went  into  office.  The  letter 
was  written  in  good  faith,  to  inquire  whether  the  money  had 
been  paid,  as  I  felt  myself  in  error.    I  concluded  I  had  made 
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an  error.  I  did  n't  know  certain  whether  it  had  been  paid  or 
not,  and  when  Mr.  Edmonds  spoke  about  it,  I  admitted  it, 
because  I  was  satisfied  that  it  had  been  paid. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  it  until  the  return  of 
this  letter  ? 

A.  I  think  not.  It  was  an  error  on  my  part,  in  not  making 
the  entry.    I  was  uncertain  whether  it  had  boon  paid  or  not. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  is  all. 

KB-C  ROSS-EXAM  IN"  ATIOK   OE   E.   H.   PORTER. 

Ee-croa8-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  Usually,  Mr.  Porter,  when  money  was  sent  for  the 
purchase  of  lands,  wasn't  it  sent  in  letters  ? 

Answer.  Not  always, 

Q.  Was  it  sometimes  ? 

A.  Sometimes. 

Q.  What  other  ways  are  moneys  sent  for  lands  ? 

A.  Many  times  sent  by  express,  and  sometimes  by  postoflQce 
order,  and  sometimes  by  draft. 

Q,  Draft  inclosed  in  a  letter? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  or  by  express  often. 

Q.  When  money  was  sent  by  draft  in  a  letter,  or  in  currency 
in  a  letter,  what  became  of  the  letters  inclosing  the  money? 

A,  They  were  usually  filed,  X  think. 

Q.  That  is  the  eostom  of  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  your  method  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  sent  by  express  was  it  receipted  on  the  express 
book? 

A.  I  presume  it  was. 

Q,  When  sent  by  postoffice  order  you  signed  the  receipt  at 
the  postoffice  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  youmean  tosay,  now,  that  there  is  no  means  by  which 
you  cau  tell  what  money  was  sent  to  purchase  lands  during 
Edmonds'  administration,  while  you  were  Deputy  ? 
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A.  If  there  is  any  letters  on  file  there  is. 

Q.  That  would  be  one  means,— the  espresa-book  would  be 
jinother. 

A.  That  would  not  show. 

Q.  When  money  came  by  express,  was  n't  there  usually  let- 
ters of  direction  describing  the  (and  ? 

A,  Most  generally. 

Q,  Was  n't  there  always?     How  could  you  tell  without  ? 

A.  Sometimes  the  letter  came  in  advance  of  the  money. 

Q.  A  letter  reached  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  And  was  filed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  postofliee  orders  were  sent,  were  there  no  instruc- 
tions?   Was  n't  there  instnictions  with  the  letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  And  referring  to  the  order  in  the  letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Did  these  letters  take  the  same  course  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Filed? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  letters  are  carefully  kept  in  the  office  and  bound  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Do  you  still  say  there  is  no  means,  excepting  the  letters 
in  which  currency  was  sent,  to  ascertain  ? 

A.  It  might  be  handed  in  personally;  it  is  frequ'intly  the 
ease  it  is  done, 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  any  money  being  retained — 
what  might  now  be  designated  "envelope  money" — during 
Edmonds'  administration  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive  as  to  any  one. 

Q.  AVhen  Mr.  Edmonds  receipted  that  money  to  Mr.  Pritch- 
ard,  were  there  not  just  thirty-nine  entries  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  how  ibis  statement  of  yours 
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compares  with  the  receipt  given  by  Mr.  Edmonds  in  tiie  num- 
ber of  the  envelopes  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell. 

Q.  Are  not  the  numbers  exactly  tbu  sauif.'? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Have  jou  any  recollection  concerning  it  ? 

A,  I  have  not,  as  to  the  amount. 

Q.  Who  drew  up  the  receipt  that  was  signed  by  Edmonds, 
for  these  paclsages,  to  Mr.  Pritehard  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  drew  it,  or  General  Pritehard 
drew  it,  or  Mr.  Ei^nionda  drew  it, — I  can't  say. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  funds  in  these  envelopes,  were  tbe.y  not 
funds  sent  to  the  Commissioner  and  not  to  the  State? 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  You  spoke  in  your  esamination,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion hy  the  Managers,  that  there  was  partial  reservation  of 
lands.    Will  you  please  explain  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  it  was,  perhaps,  oftener  the  case,  when  parties 
came  into  the  office  and  asked  for  rosenations,  personally. 

Q.  Without  making  any  written  application  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  without  making  any  written  application. 

Q.  Was  that  done  in  cases  when  the  parties  applying  had 
no  credit  ? 

A,  It  was  not  usually  done. 

Q.  Was  it  done  at  all  ? 

A.  I  can't  say  positive  that  it  was ;  it  is  my  best  belief  that 
it  was  not,  for  we  always  file  the  application.  It  was  usual  to 
make  the  application  in  writing,  even  if  they  were  favorable. 

Q.  Then  if  there  were  not  favorable  applications  made,  it 
was  where  the  party  had  a  credit  with  the  office  ? 

A,  It.  was,  unless  money  was  immediately  deposited  for 
school  lands, 

Q.  Was  the  reserve  book  kept  up  ? 

A.  Yes,  as  close  as  it  could  be.  We  had  spent  two  years  in 
trying  to  keep  it  up.    It  was  not  caught  up  one  year. 

Q.  It  was  some  time  behind  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  a  new  feature  in  keeping  the  account. 

Q.  Was^tit  a  fact  that  that  book  was  behind  when  Mr. 
Edmonds  came  into  the  o£Gce  '^ 

A,  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  And  a  good  deal  behind  ? 

A.  Necessarily,  for  we  hadn't  complefeedthe  old  account  yet. 

Q.  You  had  n't  brought  it  up? 

A.  Not  fully. 

Q.  Is  that  the  reason  why  the  plats  are  not  marked  on  this 
book? 

A.  That  would  be  the  explanation  in  regard  to  many  of 
them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  party  from  Monroe  county, 
in  whose  name  the  land  was  entered  ? 

A.  I  would  not  remember  if  I  should  hear  it. 

Q.  When  did  Edmonds  make  that  application? 

A.  Some  time  after  he  came  into  the  office, — I  can't  say 
whether  in  January,  Febuary,  or  in  March.  It  was  before  I 
left  the  office. 

Q.  Was  n't  the  entry  made  in  the  name  of  Luke  Joseph  ? 

A.  I  cannot  swear  positive.    I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was  it  State  iands. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Property  ibr  sale  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Paid  for  it  in  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  reason  wliy  the  land  should  not  be  sold  to 
a  proper  party  ? 

A.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Now,  are  you  sure  it  was  in  Monrou  county  ? 

A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  circumstance,  that  you  asked  Mr. 
Edmonds,  at  the  time  he  made  the  application  for  that  land, 
whether  he  should  enter  it  with  your  scrip  or  not;  whether  it 
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Bhoi'.ld  be  entered  with  your  scrip  and  cliarged  against  jour 
account  ? 

A.  I  kind  o'  think  I  did. 

Q.  Now  was  n't  that  land  in  Manistee  county  ? 

A.  I  can't  Bay  where  it  was. 

Q.  Might  it  not  have  been  ? 

A.  It  might  have  been. 

Q.  Did  n't  that  party  live  in  Branch  county  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  where  he  lived.  lie  came  to  me  personally 
and  asked  me  to  have  it  made  up,  and  to  my  recollection,  fur- 
nished me  money  to  pay  for  the  scrip. 

Q.  Was  there  a  patent  issued  to  the  man  ? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  Did  Edmonds  make  application  for  more  tlian  one  piece 
of  land? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  patent  was  issued  in  the  name  of  the  man  he  gave 
you  at  the  time  he  made  the  application  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  state  what  the  practice  is  when  parties 
apply  for  this  licensed  land, — this  land  that  appeared  on  the 
books  as  licensed  land  ? 

A.  In  regard  to  what  ? 

Q.  First  let  me  ask  you  this  question :  "What  proof  did  you 
require,  previous  to  Mr.  Edmonds'  administration,  of  abandon- 
ment by  parties  applying  for  licensed  land  ? 

A,  Required,  I  think,  the  proof  of  the  one  applying  for  the 
land,  of  two  responsible  persons  certified  to  by  the  supervisor, 
or  the  supervisor  himself. 

Q.  You  required  the  affidavit  of  the  party  applying,  I  under- 
stand you  ? 

A.  It  was  usual,  under  Genera!  Pritchard's  administration, 
to  require  the  affidavit  of  the  person  applying  for  the  land. 
That  was  taken  as  suSieient  evidence;  or  of  two  responsible 
persons  residing  in  the  neighborhood,  or  the  affidavit  of  the 
Supervisor. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  a  set  of  blanks  for  that  kind  of  proof? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  uniform  during  Pritcliard's  administration  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Od  these  blanks  was  there  any  direction  as  to  the  execu- 
tion of  them,  and  who  should  execute  them  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  romember  of, 

Q.  Will  you  look  on  that  alEdavit  [handing  the  same  to  the 
witness]  and  please  state  to  the  Court  whether  that  is  the  form 
of  proof  requii-ed,  during  Pritchard's  administration,  for 
abandonment? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  was, 

Q.  Did  you  swear  the  party  to  that  affldavil. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  there  was  any  instruction  on  that 
paper  for  proof, — -whether  tiiere  was  any  instruction  on  that 
form,  or  blank,  to  the  applicant  for  making  proof, — bow  the 
proof  should  be  made.    Isn't  there  a  foot-note  there? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  the  instructions  ? 

A.  My  instructions  were— 

Q.  AVhat  are  the  instructions? 

A.  Application  made  by  the  supervisor  of  the  township,  or 
by  a  party  applying  for  the  lands. 

Q.  Now,  wasn't  it  the  invariable  practice  that  you  only 
require  the  aifidavit  of  the  applicant  ? 

A.  No,  air, 

Q.  Yoii  accepted  such  affidavit  as  proof  of  abandonment? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  AVas  there  any  law  allowing  you  to  do  so  ? 

A.  That  was  an  occasion  of  the  Commissioner  taking  the 
responsibility, 

Q.  Answer  my  question  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  the  law  itself  reads:  in  regard  to  that 
I  am  not  posted. 
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Q.  State  whether  there  w:is  any  ehango  made  after  Edmonds 
came  into  the  office,  concerning  that  proof  of  abandonment. 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  change  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  it  to  you  in  the  words. 

Q.  Was  there  any  change  made  in  the  form  of  the  blank  ? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  What  was  that  change  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  give  to  yon. 

Q.  When  was  it  made  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  when. 

Q.  About  how  long  had  he  been  in  office? 

A.  I  should  think  two  or  three  months. 

Q.  Look  upon  that  paper  [handing  witness  a  paper].  Please 
state  to  the  Court  if  that  is  the  form  of  the  blank  that  was 
prescribed  by  Edmonds  in  lien  of  the  one  you  have  already 
spoken  of. 

A.  I  cannot  sivcar  as  to  that.  I  jiresume  that  is  the  one, — I 
don't  know. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  form  used  by 
Edmonds  or  not? 

A.  My  opinion  is  that  it  was,  but  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  You  would  not  be  any  more  positive  than  that  ? 

A.  I  think  that  is  the  form,  but  I  cannot  swear. 

Q.  I  noticed  by  the  first  affidavit  which  we  presented  to  you, 
that  you  swore  the  party  signing  the  affidavit,  as  Deputy  Com- 
missioner.   Had  you  any  such  power  ? 

A.  I  suppose  that  I  had. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  it  ? 

A.  My  orders  were  to  do  it  for  the  Commissioner,  as  Deputy 
Commissioner. 

Mr.  McGowan— These  affidavits  we  propose  to  produce  in 
evidence.    They  have  been  identified.    If  the  Managers  have 
no  objections,  wc  will  introduce  them  and  let  them  he  marked 
with  the  case,  which  will  he  sufficient. 
51 
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Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Will  you  state  the  object  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — Yes,  sir.  To  show  that  the  practice  which 
prevailed  in  the  office  previous  to  Mr,  Edmonds'  administra- 
tion, was  to  admit  proof  of  his  abandonment,  ivhieh  was  not 
provided  for  by  law;  and  he  changed  it  so  ae  to  require  Buch 
proof  of  abandonment  as  the  law  required. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Is  there  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Managers  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  cannot  see  the  relevancy  of  the 
papers.  Supposing  he  has  improved  upon  this  form,  or  sup- 
posing he  has  not,  it  seems  to  me  so  irrelevant,  I  cannot  see 
any  bearing  upon  it  at  present.  It  is  to  show  that  he  has  im- 
proved upon  the  form,  We  are  not  trying  Mr.  Pritchard 
This  case  is  not  one  between  the  old  Commissioner  and  the 
new  Commissioner,  as  to  the  form  of  doing  business.  There 
is  a  certain  discretionary  power  in  this  office  to  do  certain 
things.  There  is  a  discretion  left  with  them.  One  uses  the 
discretion  one  way,  and  the  other  the  other.  We  don't  make 
any  charge  against  him  upon  this.  It  does  not  relate  to  the 
charges  of  impeachment  We  do  not  wish  to  press  it.  We  ask 
that  that  be  marked  that  it  may  he  identified.  We  propose  to 
make  this  evidence  hereafter,  and  reserve  questions. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  mark  them. 

Q,  When  was  the  conversation  in  which  Mr.  Edmonds  swore 
at  you  ? 

A.  I  can't  state  wlien  it  was. 

Q.  Can  you  give  on  or  about  the  time. 

A.  It  was  previous  to  making  up  our  reports  to  the  different 
county  treasurers  in  regard  to — 

Q,  I  don't  care  how  you  get  at  it.    What  was  the  time  ? 

A.  I  think,  probably,  along  in  January  or  February, — about 
the  last  of  January  or  first  of  February, — somewhere  about 
that  time. 

Q.  Now,  was  tiot  the  occasion  of  that  conversation  his  order 
to  yon  to  pay  over  to  the  Treasurer  such  moneys  as  you  receive 
for  land  ? 
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A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  when  the  oouTersatiou  was  in  which  you 
told  Mr.  Edmonds  that  he  was  getting  very  particular,  ov 
words  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  That  was  at  the  time,  if  at  all,  when  he  spoke  about  the 
Branch  county  matter. 

Q.  Now,  wasn't  that  the  time  he  told  you  that  he  wag  Com- 
missioner of  the  Land  Office,  and  not  Pritcliard  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  tell  him  that  that  was  Mr,  Pritcli- 
ard's  custom  or  method  of  handling  those  funds  received  from 
field-notes  to  keep  them  along? 

A,  No,  air. 

Q.  Did  you  in  that  conversation  refer  to  Gen.  Pritehard  at 
all,  when  ho  told  you  to  pay  over  the  Branch  county  field-note 
money  ? 

A.  Possibly  I  did ;  I  could  not  say, 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  time  that  he  swore  at  you,  and  told 
you  he  was  Commissioner,  and  not  Pritehard,  excepting  the 
one  you  name  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  time  in  the  day  was  it  ? 

A.  My  impression  is,  it  was  in  t!ie  afternoon. 

Q,  Who  was  present  ? 

A.  I  tbink  no  one  bnt  myself  and  the  Commissioner  ? 

Q.  Was  it  after  the  clerks  had  left  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  The  clerks  were  in  the  office  ? 

A.  In  the  back  part  of  the  office. 

Q.  You  and  the  Commissiojior  were  in  the  front  part  ? 

A,  I  think  we  were. 

Q.  Were  the  doora  closed  between  the  front  and  back  offices  ? 

A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  You  say  now  the  clerks  had  not  left  the  office  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  the  clerks  were  there  or  not ; 
I  think  they  were,  however. 
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Q.  Now,  is  n't  it  a  fact  that  thero  were  three  or  four  clerks 
in  that  front  office  constantly  ? 

A.  At  many  times  there  was.    No,  sir,  there  were  not. 

Q.  Waa  n't  there  some  clerks  that  were  constantly  there, — 
tiiat  wrote  there, — had  their  desks  there  ? 

A.  There  were  after  a  certain  time,  I  don't  know  whether 
they  were  there  at  this  time  or  not. 

Q.  You  will  not  say  that  there  were  not  one  present  btit  you 
two  ^ 

A.  I  can't  say  positive,  but  I  think  not ;  I  think  there  was 
no  one  present  but  Mr.  Edmonds  and  myself. 

Q.  You  was  talking  about  taxes  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  talk? 

A.  As  to  how  much  balance  there  was  on  the  last  account, 
whether  it  should  be  advertised, — certain  balances. 

Q.  Yon  quoted  Pritchard,  and  he  swore  at  you  ? 

A.  I  quoted  Mr,  Pritehard's  ruling. 

Q.  And  then  he  used  the  language  that  you  haye  stated  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  was  you  engaged  in  that  conversation  ? 

A.  I  don't  know,  really,  how  long, 

Q.  Now,  will  you  state  what  the  difference  W!is  between  Mr. 
Pritehard's  ruling  and  Mr.  Edmoud's  ruling  ? 

A.  The  difference  was  this :    His  orders  were — 

Mr.  McGowan  [interrupting] — His?  Who? 

Witness — General  Pritehard's  orders  was  not  to  advertise 
the  school  lauds  or  swamplands  when  interest  was  due.  When 
it  was  in  small  amounts,  twenty-five  cents  or  smaller  amounts, 
we  should  not  advertise,  hut  carry  them  forward  to  next  year's 
account,  as  it  would  work  against  the  interests  of  parties  who 
didn't  know  what  it  should  be.  Some  parties  sending  iu 
money  fell  shoi-t  fifty  cents  and  twenty-five  cents.  It  was  his 
orders  to  send  it  to  the  county  treasurer  and  let  him  collect  it, 
carrying  this  along,  whatever  it   might  be;  and   my   orders 
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were  from  Conimiasioiier  Edmonds  to  ndvertisc  every  amount, 
whatever  they  might  be. 

Q.  What  did  tiie  law  require  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  it  reads, 

Q.  Is  there  any  discrimination  as  to  a  large  or  small 
amount  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  how  the  law  reads.  I  supposed  the  Com- 
missioner used  his  discretion. 

Q.  You  don't  know  anything  about  the  law  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  act  under  which  you  were  working  ? 

A.  I  did  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  it  not  in  1869  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  When  you  first  commenced  talking  with  Mr.  Edmonds 
at  that  time,  was  he  angry,  or  did  you  commence  in  good 
humor? 

A.  I  can't  say  whether  he  waa  angry  or  not.  I  think  we 
commenced  in  good  humor. 

Q.  You  talked  some  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ten  or  fifteen  minutes? 

A.  Perhaps  ten  minutes,  I  can't  say. 

Q.  Were  you  sitting  or  standing  ? 

A,  I  can't  say  positively  the  position  I  was  in. 

Q.  You  say  his  face  was  somewhat  flushed  with  anger  ? 

A.  I  do  say  so.    I  think  so  now. 

Q.  Did  he  say  any  more  than  you  have  stated  ? 

A.  I  can't  say  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Q.  Ave  you  positive  as  to  the  words  he  used  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  speak  of  this  conversation  yoti 
had  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  previous  to  this  investigation  by  the 
committee?  Have  you  spoken  of  the  conversation  you  had 
with  him  before,  you  testified  before  the  committee  ? 

A.  What, — with  outside  parties? 
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Q,  Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  presume  I  have. 

Q.  Ilave  you  not  stated,  in  telling  the  Biory  to  tlifferent  par- 
ties,  that  Edmonds  said  Pritehard  might  go  to  hell  ?  You  said 
you  have  heard  him  use  an  oath  frequently. 

A,  I  have  heard  him  use  an  oath  frequently, 

Q.  Do  yon  say  he  is  a  profane  man  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q.  What  was  the  oath  he  used  after  this  one  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  perhaps  to  say  "Damn  it"  as  an  oath,  and  "By 
God"  as  an  oath, 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  using  such  words  in  the  office  as 

A.  Perhaps  not  as  a  habit,  but  occasionally. 

Q.  On  the  contrary,  isn't  he  a  rather  reticent  man, — a  man 
of  few  words  ? 

A.  I  should  not  call  him  so. 

Q.  Would  you  call  him  talkative  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  that  conversation  in  which  ho  swore  at  you,  was  that 
ioud  or  boisterous  ? 

A.  He  used  a  good  deal  of  force  and  effect? 

Q.  Didn't  you  say  he  was  not  loud  and  boisterous  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  the  door  was  closed  ov,  open  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  think  it  was  in-February? 

A.  Before  I  left  the  office ; — I  cannot  tell  when. 

Q.  But  you  were  in  the  office  five  months,  were  you  not  ? 

A.  I  was  there  from  January  until  the  first  day  of  June. 

Q.  You  were  satisfied  that  he  had  been  drinking,  because 
yon  smelled  his  breath  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  a  man  that  uses  tobi!eco  or 
not? 

A.  ]  have  seen  him  using  it. 
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Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  this  paper — this  "  Every 
Wednesday  Night" — when  you  had  the  talk  witli  Edmonds 
about  the  postoffice  order, — the  sixteen  dollars  ? 

A.  I  never  had  heard  of  it,  or  thought  of  it. 

Q.  Had  you  heard  or  did  you  know  anything  about  the 
paper  at  the  time  you  had  the  talk  with  Merritt  Lewis  in  your 
store? 

A.  I  think  all  the  conversation  I  ever  had  with  Merritt 
Lewis  is  since  the  paper  came  out. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  learn  about  the  paper,  or  see  it? 

A.  The  thirteenth  day,  I  think  it  was,  of  March,  in  the 
evening. 

Q.  The  Legislature  was  then  in  session  P 

A.  The  first  day  of  the  session. 

Q.  When  you  had  the  talk  with  Merritt  Lewis,  did  n't  you 
talk  about  what  might  be  done  with  Mr.  Edmonds  wlien  the 
Legislature  was  in  session  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  more  than  one  conversation  with  him  in 
your  store  ? 

A,  I  have  had  half-a-dozen  conversations  with  him  in  my 
store. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  any  of  these  conversations,  say  anything 
about  what  might  be  done  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  the  Commis- 
sioner's office,  when  the  Legislature  met  ? 

A.  I  have  exposed  myself  pretty  folly,  in  regard  to  this 
paper,  with  whoever  I  met. 

Q.  I  am  asking  you  about  the  conversation  you  had  with 
Lewis. 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  saying  anything  about  the  paper  of 
Mr.  Edmonds,  one  way  or  the  other. 

Q.  Will  you  please  name  these  friends  that  Mr.  Edmonds 
made  the  contract  with  to  keep  you  as  Deputy  ? 

A.  I  wiU. 

Q.  Do  io. 

A.  Kr.  Stockbridge  is  one  of  them. 
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Q.  More  than  one  ? 

A.  Col.  Deioa  PhiUips  of  Kalamazoo. 

Q.  Any  other  ? 

A.  I  think  Judge  Williams  of  Allegau. 

Q.  Any  other  ? 

A.  I  think  my  brother  is  another. 

Q.  James  B.  Porter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Any  others  ? 

A.  Mr.  Jones. 

Q.  K.  B.  Jones  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Any  one  else  ? 

A.  My  recollections  are  that  the  gentleman  from  Coldwater, 
whom  I  cannot  call  by  name,  Capt.  somebody — 

Q.  Purlnton  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  You  say  that  these  gentlemen  and  Mr.  Edmonds  made  a 
contract,  previous  to  his  election,  that  you  should  be  his 
Deputy  ? 

A.  He  didn't  make  any  contract  but  promises. 

Q.  Did  he  make  a  promise  ^vith  these  gentlemen  yon  have 
named  ? 

A.  I  understood  he  did. 

Q.  I  understand  yon  had  personal  knowledge. 

A.  My  knowledge  is  what  he  told  mo.  I  can't  tell  what 
they  said  to  him, 

Q.  Have  you  talked  with  any  of  these  gentlemen  about  it 
since  ? 

A.  I  have, — some  of  them  since  and  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  at  the  time  talk  with  each  of  them  ? 

A.  They  came  to  me  in  a  body  and  told  me  what  they  said. 

Q.  The  men  you  have  named  came  to  you  in  a  body  and 
told  yon  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  these  men  with  others. 
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Q.  Please  state  what  they  said  ivhoii  thej  came  to  yon  in  a 
body? 

A.  They  told  me  they  had  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Ed- 
monds in  regsi^d  to  hie  nomination;  that  there  were  friends 
there  who  had  proposed  to  present  my  name  before  the  con- 
vention in  case  of  the  throwing  overboard  of  the  old  offieersi, 
and  his  name  came  up  before  the  convention,  receiving  a  cer- 
tain number  of  votes.  After  the  fij-st  ballot  was  taken,  they 
went  to  him  before  I  saw  or  knew  what  they  were  doing. 

Q.  They  told  you  this  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  they  told  me  they  had  this  conversation  with 
Mr.  Edmonds,  and  then  returned  to  me  and  said :  "  Ilere !  are 
you  satisfied,  provided  you  shall  be  Deputy  in  the  Office,  to 
withdraw  your  name  from  the  convention."  I  told  them  I  was 
satisfied  with  anything  that  they  saw  fit  to  do, — I  was  not  a 
candidate  against  the  wishes  of  any  one.  They  assiired  me 
they  had  talked  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  that  he  had  assured 
them  that  if  he  was  nominated  I  should  remain  as  Deputy. 

Q,  In  that  delegation  that  waited  upon  you  at  that  time  in 
the  convention  and  told  you  this  thing,  were  all  these  men  you 
have  named  there  ? 

A.  They  were  all  there. 

Q.  Sow,  when  you  had  personally  conversed  with  him  about 
it,  you  say  be  told  you  "  as  far  as  he  knew,  yon  might  remain 
in  the  office,"    Is  that  the  fact  ? 

A.  That  I  think.  I  cannot  tell  tlie  words  he  used.  lie 
said  he  was  satisfied  with  what  he  knew  of  me  from  report, 
He  eonld  say  to  me  I  should  remain  in  his  office  as  Deputy. 
I  was  introduced  to  him  by  General  Pritchard,  I  think. 

Q.  I  don't  care  who  introduced  you.  It  was  on  the  viola- 
tion of  that  contract  that  you  pocketed  the  profits  from  the 
scrip  for  the  last  two  months? 

A.  I  did  n't  pay  it  over. 

Q,  You  took  it  yourself,  did  n't  you  ? 

A.  I  did. 
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Q.  Was  five  dollars  the  usual  price  to  pay  for  outside  help 
in  writing  up  a  town  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Of  the  amount  you  paid  Mrs.  Pritchiird  did  you  make 
any  entry  ? 

A.  I  did  on  my  private  book. 

Q.  On  the  book  of  the  office  did  yoti  ? 

A   I  did  not, 

Q.  Whose  private  book  did  you  make  that  entry  in  ? 

A.  My  own,  merely  as  a  memorandum. 

Q.  Is  that  true  of  all  the  help  you  had  outside  of  the  office. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "When  did  you  pay  Mrs.  Pritchard  that  ? 

A.  July  20th,  ISn. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  the  pay  for  that  work. 

A.  While  I  was  in  the  office.    I  can't  tell  when. 

Mr.  McOowan— That  is  all,  Mr.  President 

The  Presiding  Officer — Have  the  Honorable  Managers  any 
other  questions? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— No,  sir. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Call  your  next  witness. 

TESTIMONY   OF   ».   W.  ALLISON. 

D.  W.  Allison,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  ou 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston: 

Question — Where  do  you  i-eside  ? 

Answer — Saginaw  City. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  I  have  been  engaged  in  roann&cturing  salt  and  lumber 
until  recently,  and  something  in  the  land  business  I  have  been 
latterly, 

Q,  Are  you  a«quainted  witli  Captain  Barnard,  the  Deputy 
Commissioner  ? 

A.  I  am. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  411 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Kot  particularly. 

Q.  You  know  Mr.  Edmonds  when  you  see  him  ? 

A.  I  never  remember  of  seeing  him  but  once  before  I  came 
here  this  time. 

Q,  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  tho  office  within  the 
last  year  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  connection  with  16  and  33  north,  3  west  ?  If  bo, 
state  what  it  was  ? 

A.  I  got  a  pat«nt  for  240  acres  in  that  section. 

Q.  When  was  it  you  applied  ? 

A.  I  applied  about  the  first  of  October  last  ? 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  part  of  the  section  it  was  ? 

A.  "Well,  I  applied  for  more  than  I  got. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  you  applied  for  ? 

A.  I  applied — the  part  that  I  apphed  for,  or  the  part  that  I 
got,  was  the  northeast  quarter  of  the  section,  and  the  southeast 
quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter,  and  the  northeast  quarter  of 
the  southwest  quarter. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  you  applied  for  that  you  did  not  get  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — May  I  get  those  descriptions  ? 

Witness — The  northeast  quarter  of  the  section,  the  south- 
east of  the  northwest,  and  the  northeast  of  the  southwest. 

Q.  Those  are  the  descriptions  ? 

A,  Yes, — are  the  descriptions  that  I  obtaioed  patents  for. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  the  descriptions  were  on  that  sec- 
tion that  yon  applied  for  that  you  did  not  get  ? 

A.  The  descriptions  that  I  tried  to  get,  hot  that  were  taken, 
that  is  that  were  said  to  be  taken.  I  wanted  to  get  the  south- 
west quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter,  and  the  west  half  of 
the  southwest  quarter, 

Q.  When  was  it  you  applied  for  those  ? 

A.  At  the  time  I  got  the  other. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  apply  for  the  other  before  you  got  your 
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parent?     Did  you    not   ivrite   on    iiiitl  insike   an   application 
before  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  write  on.    I  came  down.    I  wrote  to 
ask  in  refei-ence  to  the  section  being  vacant,  and  got  an 


Q.  Have  yon  got  tbat  letter  with  yon  ? 

A.  I  liave  not. 

Q.  Did  you  look  for  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Oonlil  you  find  it  ? 

A.  I  could  not, 

Q.  What  was  the  answer  that  yon  got  ? 

A.  That  a  portion  of  the  section  was  vacant. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  tbere  is  anything  in  regard  to  the  letters, 
I  presume  he  will  ofFej-  his  copy ;  if  you  wish  the  letter  I  ivill 
try  to  produce  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Hnston— The  ofiice  co^iy  might  not  be  the 
letter  that  he  got. 

Mr,  Shipman — If  it  is  an  official  letter  it  was  copied  on  the 
letter  book. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  so;  but  still  that  might  not 
be  the  one.  I  do  not  think  you  can  prove  it  that  way.  1  do 
not  think  a  man  can  make  up  an  answer  for  himscltl 

Mr.  Shipman — We  will  waive  all  objection  and  let  him 
answer  the  question. 

Tlie  Presiding  OiEccr — The  witness  will  answer  the  question, 

Q.  AVill  you  state,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  the  con- 
tent of  that  letter  ? 

A.  The  contents  was,  inquiring  if  the  section  or  part  of  it 
had  been  patented  or  disposed  of.    That  was  my  letter, 

Q.  I  speak  in  regard  to  the  letter  you  got  in  answer. 

A.  The  letter  was  that  a  part  of  the  section  had  been  jjat- 
ented  or  disposed  of. 

Q.  After  getting  that  letter  what  did  you  do  ? 

A.  I  came  down  to  the  office. 

Q.  What  did  yon  find  when  you  got  to  the  office  ? 
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A.  I  found  all  that  I  wanted,  witli  tiie  exception  of  three 
"forties." 

Q,  Found  it  how? 

A.  Vacant. 

Q,  How  the  rest, — forties  ? " 

A,  I  found  thi-ee  "forties,"  and  two  other  '-forties,"  that 
were  said  to  be  reserved  to  Cyrus  Hewitt. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  plats. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  was  it  marked  ? 

A.  I  do  not  rememlDer  distinctly. 

Q.  Before  the  time  you  wrote  to  the  oiBce,  did  you  have  tmj 
talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  about  this  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  talk  that  you  had  ? 

Mr.  Shipmau — We  object  to  that.  Mr.  Barnard  is  not  on 
trial,  and  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  anything  to  do  with  any 
outside  conversations.  I  do  not  know  where  this  conversation 
was  or  when  it  was. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Barnard  Deputy  Commissioner  at  that  time  ? 

A.  So  known  by  the  public,  I  think,  generally.  I  understood 
it  so. 

Q.  This  was  after  he  was  appointed  Deputy  Commissioner, 
that  you  had  this  talk  about  tliis  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  renew  my  question. 

Mr.  Sbipman — Where  was  the  conversation  ? 

Witness — In  the  "  old  office,"  I  think. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  it  was  in  the  office  we  will  not  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— I  suppose  you  have  no  ground  for 
the  objection. 

Q.  What  was  the  convei'satiou  you  had  with  Mr.  Barnard 
about  this  land  ? 

A.  I  had  had  a  report  of  this  land;  T  asked  him  if  this  land 
could  be  taken  under  quarter  payments. 

Q.  What  did  he  say? 
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A.  He  said  that  they  were  farming  lands,  and  if  I  could 
either  swear  or  get  some  one  else  to  testify  under  oath  that 
they  were  not  good  or  valuable  for  timber  that  I  could  take 
them  under  quarter  payments. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

A.  I  told  him  that  I  could  not  do  it,  for  I  did  not  know 
whether  they  were  valuable  for  timber  land  or  not. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  the  lands  that  you  did  not  get, 
since  the  time  that  you  applied  for  your  patent. 

A.  I  know  that  I  have  got  them  now. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  them  ? 

A.  I  got  them  since  I  have  been  in  town  here. 

Q,  When  did  you  get  the  last  that  you  wanted  ? 

A.  I  got  them — No.    I  bargained  for  them  last  night. 

Q.  Who  did  you  get  that  of? 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Thomas. 

Q.  What  Thomas  ?    Where  does  he  live  ? 

A.  At  a  place  called  Portland. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  they  were  sold  to  Thomas,  at  the 
ofBce? 

A.  My  deed  says.  May  1st,  1873, — that  is,  the  patent. 

Q.  They  were  patented  from  the  State  to  Mr.  Thomas  'f 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  May  1st,  1872  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  The  same  lands  that  you  applied  for  !aat  October  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Thomas,  for  any  of  these  lands, 
filed  an  affidavit  ?    If  you  do,  state  what  you  know  about  it. 

A,  I  don't.    I  have  heard  that  he  did. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  your  own  knowledge  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Mr.  Shipman — The  files  of  the  office  are  at  your  service. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Q,  You  say  you  purchased  of  Mr.  Tliomas, — do  you  of  your 
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OWQ  knowledge  know  whether  Mr.  Thomae  purchased  on 
quarter  payment  or  fnll  payment  ? 

A.  On  quarter  payment,  at  first. 

Q.  When  was  his  certificate  made  ? 

A.  Made  May  1st. 

[Witness  produces  certificate.] 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  certificate  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  made  the  first  of  May,  all  except  forty  acres. 

[The  certificate  was  here  handed  to  eoimsel.] 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]  Look  at  these  descriptions 
and  st-ate  whether  they  are  the  same  descriptions  that  yoii 
have  been  testifying  in  regard  to  ? 

A,  There  are  only  two  of  these  descriptions  that  I  wanted 
at  the  time  I  came  here  to  buy. 

Q.  There  are  only  two  of  the  descriptions  there  that  you 
applied  for? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  are  only  two  of  them  ? 

A.  Two  of  tliem. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Barnard's  hand-writing  ? 

A.  [Witness  looks  at  paper.]  Yes,  sir;  I  have  been  formerly. 

Q.  WeU,  would  you  say  that  that  was  his  hand-writing  ? 

A,  Well,  I  should  think  so ;  but  I  may  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  [showing  the  paper  to  Mr.  Shipman]— - 
What  do  you  say  about  that  being  Mr.  Barnard's  handwriting? 

Mr.  Shipman — There  is  no  question  aboiit  it. 

Mr.  McGowan — It  is  stamped  and  sealed. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — You  are  acquainted  with  Cyrus  Hewitt's  hand- 
writing ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper] — Is  that  his  writing? 

A.  I  should  think  so.    That  is  his  signature. 

Q,  I  don't.  But  you  saw  Mr.  Thomas  sign  tliis  paper,  did 
you  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 
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Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  liia  wrifciug  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  am  not, 

Mr.  Managor  Huston — Mr.  President;  So  far  as  the  first 
two  papers  aa-e  concerned, — of  this  paper, — we  wonid  like  to 
introduce  them  in  evidence.  We  will  prove  Mr.  Thomas'  sig- 
nature to  the  assigament  hereafter. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Ts  there  any  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  counsel  for  the  respontlent  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — We  have  no  objections.  I  would  liky  to  see 
the  papers  on  eross-examiuation ;  that  would  be  all. 

Mr,  Eomeyn — It  is  very  ditficalt  to  hear  what  is  said. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Counsel  and  witnesses  will  speak 
louder. 

By  Mr,  Manager  Huteon  : 

Q.  You  S!iy  that  there  was  another  piece  that  was  not  in- 
cluded in  this  certificate  from  the  Commissioner  that  yoa 
applied  for  last  fall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Have  you  purclmscd  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  you  purchase  that  from  ? 

A.  Mr.  Thomas. 

Q.  When  wasit  that  you  purchased  from  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  Last  night. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  that  was  patented  to  Mr.  Thomas? 

A.  The  1st  of  May,  1873. 

Q.  Will  you  state  how  much  more  you  had  to  pay  than  four 
dollars  per  acre  to  get  this  land  ? 

A.  I  had  ninety  dollars  to  pay  on  the  five  "  forties." 

Q.  Ninety  dollars  extra? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  you  look  up  these  lauds  ? 

A,  Well,  I  have  had  them  looked  several  times,  bat  never 
was  thoroughly  satisfied  in  regard  to  the  class  of  these  lands 
or  the  quality  of  the  piuo  until  I  talked  with  Mr.  Barnard 
about  their  being  farming  lands. 
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Q.  How  long  is  it  since  you  had  tdat  talk  with  Mr,  Barnanl 
last  eummer  ? 

A.  Some  time  in  the  summer,  between  tlio  tlurd  of  June  and 
some  time  in  August,  I  think. 

Q.  You  had  them  looked  since  i' 

A,  Yes,  sir;  I  ascertained  tlieir  qualities  since. 

Q.  After  you  had  them  looted,  you  applied  ? 

A.  After  I  had  them  looted. 

Q.  Did  joa  make  your  application  f 

A.  Yes,  sip. 

Q.  Yoii  came  here  on  the  thirteenth  day  of  April,  did  you 
not? 

A.  Yee,  m: 

Q.  Did  you  apply  for  this  land  on  the  thirtieth  day  of  April  ? 

A,  Through  an  agent  I  applied  for  the  "forty." 

Q.  Which  "forty?" — Will  you  give  description? 

A.  The  "  forty"  that  was  patented, — the  southwest  riuarter  of 
the  northwest  quarter. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  did  you  get  that"? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  AVhynot? 

A.  Well,  they  would  not  give  it  to  me. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  what  reason  was  assigned, — of  your 
own  knowledge?  If  you  do  not  know  what  tho  agent  told 
yon,  I  do  not  want  yon  to  state.  Do  yon  know,  from  what  Mr. 
Barnard,  or  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  any  of  the  clerks  in  the  ofRee 
said  to  you  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Edmonds  about  it.  He  was  tin;  only  per- 
son that  I  spoke  to  about  it, 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Edmonds  say  about  it  ? 

A.  I  claimed  the  land  under  two  considerations :  First,  that 
Cjrua  Hewitt  had  deposited  a  cheek  of  only  two  hundred  dol- 
lars to  cover  these  five  "forties"  of  land — 

Q,  That  is,  these  two  hundred  acres  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  two  hundred  acres,— and  the  check  made  to  his 
53 
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order,  and  the  order  not  on  the  check.  I  claimed  that  it  was 
not  a  negotiable  check;  and  that  as  I  had  ihe  money  there,  on 
the  application,  I  was  eiifitled  to  it,  in  preference  to  him,  on 
account  of  the  check.  Secondly,  I  claimed  to  him  that  either 
the  law  or  the  custon  required  that  when  lands  were  taken  on 
quarter  payment,  that  thei-e  should  be  an  affidavit  to  the 
effect  that  they  would  not  bo  valuable  for  timber, — timbered 
lands, — and  that  that  affidavit  did  not  appear,  and  that  conse- 
quently I  claim  the  right  to  the  patent  for  this  "  forty." 

Q.  "When  was  that  check  filed  ?  Did  they  say  this  two- 
hundred-dollar  check? 

A.  The  sixth  of  July,  1871, — purported  to  be. 

Q.  Purported  to  have  been  filed  the  sixth  of  July,  I87I  ? 

A.  1871. 

Q.  These  lands  were  four  dollars  an  acre. 

The  Presiding  Officer — When  did  I  understand  the  witness 
to  say  that  that  conversation  occurred  with  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  The  first  day  of  May, — ^just  before  the  patent  issued, — 
1873. 

Mr.  Shipman— It  is  since  the  time  alleged  in  the  articles, 
but  we  do  not  wish  to  interpose  an  objection. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — It  is  a  part  of  tlie  same  transaction. 

Q.  State  whether  you  proposed,  and  what  you  did  propose 
to  do  in  regard  to  the  payment  when  you  applied  for  these 
lands. 

A.  I  proposed  to  pay  for  them. 

Q.  When  you  first  applied,  did  you  have  the  money,  and 
tender  the  amount  of  money  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  tendered  it, — the  whole  of  it.  I  know 
I  left  some  three  hundred  dollars, — three  hundred  and  twenty 
dollars, — that  was  sent  back  to  me  ? 

Q.  Three  hundred  and  twenty  dollars  that  was  scut  back? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  sent  back  with  the  patent. 

Q.  At  the  time  the  other  pieces  were  patented  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  applied  on  the  thirtieth  of  April  ? 
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A.  X  dill  it  througli  an  agent.  Application  in  writing,  and 
money  deposited ;  so  the  agent  said. 

Q,  It  is  suggested  to  me  by  Co!.  Grosvenor  that  you  did  not 
finish  the  conversation  you  llad  with  Mr.  Edmonds.  Wil]  you 
go  on  and  complete  it  from  the  time  you  waa  interrupted  by 
the  counsel  for  the  respondent? 

A.  Those  are  the  two  particulars  in  which  I  claim  the  right 
to  a  patent, — those  that  I  have  stated, 

Q.  One  was,  that  it  was  simply  a  check  there,  but  no  order  ? 

A.  No  order.  The  check  was  made  payable  to  order,  and 
the  order  not  on  the  check ;  it  was  not  negotiable. 

Q.  The  other  was,  that  an  affidavit  was  not  filed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Showing  that  the  land  was  not  valuable  for  timber  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Edmonds  say  when  you  made  this  state- 
ment? 

A.  He  said  so  far  as  the  affidavit  was  concerned,  that  that 
was  a  right  vested  in  him,  either  to  receive  or  not  receive  an 
affidavit. 

Q.  What  further  did  he  say? 

A.  He  said  that  he  had  taken  that  check  as  cash,  I  think,  as 
money,  or  regarded  it  as  payment. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  he  say,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  letting 
Mr.  Hewitt  have  the  two  hundred  acres  of  land  for  the  check, 
when  jon  applied, — about  letting  Mr.  Hewitt  have  his  choice. 

A.  There  was  something.  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  that 
to  me.  I  don't  think  there  was  mnch  more  said  between  him 
and  me. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  all.  You  can  take  the  wit- 
ness. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OF   D.   W.   AI,LI30N. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipmau. 

Question — When  did  yon  have  this  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  ? 
Answer — Some  time  between   the  third  of  Jnne  and  the 
first  of  October. 
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Q.  Where  do  jon  live,  Mr.  Allison  ? 

A.  In  Saginaw  City. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there? 

A.  Sometbing  like  eleven  years. 

Q.  How  many  times  were  you  down  here  last  summer? 

A.  I  don't  remember.  I  was  here  but  a  few  times, — some 
two  or  three,  I  think, — perhaps  only  twice. 

Q.  Can't  you  recollect  some  circumstance  or  business  you 
had  down  here  about  that  time,  so  that  you  cau  fix  the  date 
nearer  than  that? 

A.  I  could  not—not  here. 

Q.  Where  did  you  stop  when  you  were  here  ? 

A.  At  the  Lansing  House. 

Q.  Always  registered  your  name  there — did  n't  yon  ? 

A.  Always  when  I  stopped  there.  There  was  one  time  I 
came  here  and  had  to  wait  for  a  train  going  east,  and  I  might 
have  had  a  talk  with  him  then.    There  was  no  misconneetion. 

Q.  Why  do  you  fis  the  two  extremes,  the  third  of  Juno  and 
the  first  of  October,  as  the  times  betwet^n  which  you  had  tlie 
conversation  or  the  talk  ? 

A.  Well,  some  time  in  the  summer.  I  know  that  until  the 
third  of  Jane  I  was  not  at  home ;  I  ivas  in  the  Lake  Superior 
country  most  of  the  spring. 

Q.  You  got  home  from  the  Lake  Superior  country  about  the 
third  of  June  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  come  immediately  down  here  ? 

A.  Well,  I  do  not  know.    I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Could  you  not  tell  something  in  regard  to  the  season ; 
whether  wheat  had  been  cut  or  not  ? 

A.  I  can  not.  I  might  possibly  tell  by  referenee  to  soni<' 
papers  at  home,  if  I  could  get  hold  of  them. 

Q.  How  many  times  were  yon  down  here  between  the  third 
of  June  and  October. 

A.  I  don't  think  more  than  twice. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  here  each  time  f 
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A.  1  may  have  stopped  over  night  one  time,  and  the  other 
time  from  one  train  uutil  another  came  along. 

Q.  The  time  that  jou  had  thia  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard,  did 
yon  stop  over  night  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  yon  the  first  talk  with  him.  I  could  not 
tell  you. 

Q.  Ib  there  no  circumstance,  Mr.  Allison,  by  which  you  can 
locate  that  time  a  little  more  definitely  ? 

A.  I  cannot- 

Q.  J  can  only  suggest  these  things, — to  call  your  attention 
to  them,— from  your  business,  or  what  you  did.  What  did  you 
do  after  you  saw  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  I  was  traveling  a  good  deaJ  last  summer, 
in  different  directions.  If  I  only  knew  where  I  was  going  at 
the  time  I  stopped  over  one  train  here,  I  could  probably  fij 
the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  transact  any  other  business  in  town  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Except  that? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  only  had  one  conversation  with  him? 

A.  I  think  that  is  all,  before  I  wrote. 

Q,  The  other  time  what  did  you  do  in  town  ?  I  mean  gen- 
eral business.    Had  you  any  business  here  ? 

A.  Well,  I  didn't  connect  with  the  train,  and  I  stopped  here. 
I  don't  know  whether  I  saw  Mr.  Barnard  then  or  not. 

Q.  How  long  do  you  think  you  were  here  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  must  have  been  here  two  or  three  honra, — three  or 
four. 

Q.  Well,  yon  went  to  the  office  then  and  applied  for  two 
hundred  and  forty  acres,  you  say,  of  land, — spoke  about  two 
hundred  and  forty  acres? 

A.  I  claim  patents  for  two  hundred  and  forty.  I  think  the 
patents  issued  about  the  the  third  of  October,  I  think  it  was, — 
am  not  positire. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  application  when  you  were  hero  ? 
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A.  No,  sir,  not  the  first  time  I  did  n't, — ^not  to  Mr.  Barnard. 
I  did  not  know  in  regard  to  the  laud  or  the  timber. 

Q,  Did  you  transact  any  busiuesa  in  the  office  when  you  had 
that  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  made  no  application  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  that  before  or  afterwards  ? 

A.  I  made  this  application  since. 

Q.  The  application  for  the  two  hundred  and  forty  acres? 

A.  Yea,  air. 

Q.  Now,  you  afterwards  applied  for  some  other,  you  say  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  applied  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Very  well.  How  much  did  you  apply  for  when  you  wero 
here? 

A.  I  applied  for  three  "forties"  more  than  I  got. 

Q.  Now,  you  applied  for  some  you  got,  by  letter? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  I  misunderstood  you,  then? 

A.  No,  I  sent  to  know  whether  it  was  vacant. 

A,  Now,  then,  you  made  your  appitcatton  for  the  southwest 
quarter  of  the  northwest,  and  the  west  half  of  the  southwest, 
of  sixteen? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  your  application  for  that  ? 

A.  The  same  time  that  I  made  application  for  that  that  I 
obtained  patents  for. 

Q.  That  was  about  the  third  of  October,  or  about  the  first 
of  October  ? 

A.  I  think  the  patents  issued  about  the  third  of  October; 
and  it  must  have  been  at  that  time  I  made  the  application ; 
for  I  think  they  were  marked  up  and  the  patents  probably  had 
at  that  time.    I  think  that  is  the  usual  way;  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Baruiird  ?  Was  the 
conversation  with  Mr.  Barnard  at  that  time  ? 
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A,  Nothing  special — more  than  just  in  reference  to  these 
patents,  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Now,  when  yoii  made  the  application  there,  and  yon 
found  that  there  was  some  yon  could  not  get — won't  yon  state 
the  description  that  you  conld  not  get  ? 

A.  The  southwest  of  the  northwest  and  the  west  half  of 
the  southwest. 

Q.  The  west  half  of  the  southwest  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  land  that  youtalkedwith  Mr.  Barnard  about? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  what  do  yon  say  he  toid  you  ahont  that? 

A.  He  told  me  that  Cyras  Hewitt  had  reserved  these  lands. 

Q,  Did  lie  say  what  on  ? 

A.  He  told  me  they  were  gone ;  I  could  not  get  them. 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  Mr.  Hewitt  had  deposited  the  money  for 
them  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  don't  think  tliat  he  did.  He  told  me  that  I 
conld  not  get  them. 

Q.  Did  he  say  they  were  applied  for  ? 

A.  That  he  had  reserved  them. 

Q.  Did  n'l",  state  what  on  ? 

A.  No,  I  don't  think  he  did.  He  showed  me  on  the  Ijook, 
and  also  gave  me  a  little  memorandum  of  what  part  was 
yacant ;  that  I  got. 

Q,  Now,  did  you  investigate  that  matter  afterwards  in  your 
office? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  (lid  not,  not  until  I  came  here. — done  it  through 
an  agent  here, 

Q.  When  you  did,  what  did  yon  find  then  ? 

A.  Why,  the  agent  found  that  there  was  nothing  but  this 
check  deposited  against  this  land,  that  was  made  to  the 
order  of  Cyrns  Hewitt,  and  his  order  not  upon  the  check. 

Q.  That  check  was  for  how  much  ? 

A.  Two  handred  dollars. 

Q.  A  quarter  payment  ? 

A,  A  quarter  payment. 
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Q.  Oh  the  two  Imiidred  dollars  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  jOH  saw  thtt  Commissioacr  iiboiifc  it,  afU'rivarda  ? 

,A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  did  the  Cominissionei'  tell  you  ? 

A.  He  told  Jno  tJiat  I  could  not  get  the  lands  first. 

Q.  On  account  of  this  application  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  not  toll  you  that  then  he  would  notify  Mr.  Hewitt 
something  about  it,  and  see  what  could  be  done  about  it  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  told  me  tiiat, — he  told  some  others;  it  was 
my  agent  spoke  tome  about  it  I  don't  think  he  mentioned 
■that  to  me. 

Q,  Do  you  know  anything  about  what  the  rule  of  the  office 
is,  where  land  is  applied  for,  and  quarter  payments  deposited  ? 

A.  Mr.  Baraard  told  me  that  it  was  necessary  tliat  an  affi- 
davit should  be  made  that  the  land  was  not  Taluable  for 
timber. 

Q,  Mr.  Barnui-d  told  you  so  V 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  law  about  it? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Yon  don't  know  what  the  law  says? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  the  law  says  about  it. 

Q.  Yon  don't  know  how  the  OommiSBioher  was  to  get  that 
information  then,  whether  they  were,  or  were  not,  valuable  for 
timber  ? 

A.  Well,  1  heard  that  affidavit  had  not  been  made. 

Q,  Well,  you  did  not  knoo'  how,  under  the  law,  he  was  to 
get  it? 

A.  Mo,  sir. 

Q.  Don't  know  what  the  law  is  about  it  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  what  the  practice  of  the  office  is  where 
an  application  shall  have  been  made  for  land,  and  a  quarter 
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payment  is  deposited,  when  an  application  is  made  for  auy 
part  of  ifc  afterwards  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  is  neoeesary  that  they  make  an  affidavit  in 
order  to  get  it. 

Q.  AVithoiit  regai-d  to  tlie  atfidavit,  do  you  know  what  the 
practice  is,  as  to  how  much  land  thoy  can  ludd  on  that  deposit 
of  a  quarter  payment  ? 

A.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  he  not  report  to  you,  or  did  you  get  word  from  him, 
fliat  the  rule  was,  where  money  was  deposited  for  school  lands, 
(luarter  payments,  to  notify  the  party  when  an  application  was 
made  for  any  of  that  land,  to  let  him  make  selection  of  an 
amount  of  land  which  would  equal  the  amount  of  money 


A.  I  have  given  the  words  to  that  effect,  that  there  had 
been  a  decision  in  the  Supreme  Court,— the  Hill  case,  ] 
believe.     Yes,  he  told  my  agent,— that  is  so.    I  understand. 

Q.  And  didn't  he  tell  you  that  he  would  notify  Mr.  Hewitt, 
and  let  Mr.  Hewitt  make  his  selection  as  to  which  part  or 
piece  he  would  apply  this  money  on,  finally  remaining  ? 

A.  He  did  not  tell  me.  My  agent  says  that  he  told  him  so  ; 
he  did  not  mention  this  matter  to  me,  I  think. 

Q.  Well,  now,  did  yon  not  know,  Mr.  Allison,  either  from 
your  own  communication  there  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  from 
yonr  agent,  that  he  did  notify  Mr.  Hewitt  to  make  his  selec- 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Hewitt  made  a  selection  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir.     I  know  it  from  the  deed. 

Q.  Well,  now,  you  came  down  and  applied  for  a  "  forty  ?" 

A,  For  a  '■forty?'" 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Since  I  came  to  this  trial  ? 

Q.  Yes,"  sir. 

A.  On  the  30th  dav  of  this  month. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


426  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  apply  by  your  agent  for  a  "  forty  ?" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  "  forty "'  was  that  ? 

A.  The  southwest  of  the  iiorfchweet 

Q.  When  was  that  application  made  ? 

A.  The  30th  of  last  month. 

Q.  The  30th  of  April  ? 

A.  The  30th  day  of  AprQ. 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  that  had  been  applied  for  or  taken  by 
Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  just  the  same  as  the  rest  It  was  one  of  the 
five  "forties." 

Q.  Well,  at  that  time  the  rest  hadn't  been  taken,  had  it, — the 
other  four  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Taken  up  by  Mr.JHewitt  ? 

A.  All  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  At  that  time  you  did  not  apply  for  the  others,  did  you  P 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  make  application  since  for  that 

A.  No,  sir.    They  were  sold  the  next  day, 

Q,  You  did  not  apply  for  any  hut  that  single  "  forty  ?" 

A.  That  is  aU. 

Q.  And  that  was  taken  by  Mr.  Hewitt.  Now,  about  this 
check.  You  thought  it  would  not  be  paid  to  his  order,  did 
yon? 

A.  His  order  was  not  ou  it.  I  did  not  think  it  negotiable, 
except  his  order  was  on  it. 

Q.  Well,  have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  that 
check  was  paid  or  not? 

A.  Well,  1  could  not  say.  I  have  not  learned.  I  suppose 
probably  it  was. 

Q.  Did  the  Commissioner  not  tell  you  that  he  received  that 
OS  cash  ? 

A.  He  told  me  that  he  took  it  as  payment,  I  think. 
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Q.  That  be  supposed  tlio  money  was  in  ilie  bank,  and  could 
be  had  on  that  cbeck  '^ 

A.  He  did  not  say  so. 

Q.  Did  be  not  tell  you  that  if  the  money  was  not  paid  on 
that  check  that  you  could  have  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

Q.  [By  Mr.  Manager  Huston.]  When  did  you  say  the  check 
wag  paid,  the  6th  of  last  July  ? 

A.  The  6th  of  July,  1871. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston— It  should  have  been  in  the  Treasury 
then,  if  it  was  cash. 

Mr.  Shipman — Did  not  your  agent.  Mr.  Bush,  report  to 
you  so  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  I  don't  know.  I  don't  remember.  I  don't 
remember  whether  be  did  or  not. 

Q,  That  was  one  legal  ground  that  you  claimed  on,  then  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  next  was,  that  there  should  be  an  affidavit  tiled 
that  the  land  was  not  valuable  chiefly  for  timber. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Now,  what  did  Mr.  Edmonds  tell  you  about  that? 

A.  He  said  it  was  a  right  vested  in  him  as  Commiseioiier. 

Q.  A  right  ? 

A.  A  right  to  receive  the  affidavit  or  not, 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  yon  that  the  law  was  silent  as  to  his  man- 
ner of  getting  that  information  ? 

A,  He  did  not  tell  mo  so.  He  told  me  that  it  was  his  privi- 
lege, 

Q.  That  it  was  a  matter  of  discretion  left  with  bim  whether 
be  should  hold  the  laud  as  valnable  for  timber  or  not  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  You  got  some  of  this  land  of  Mr.  Thomas. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  got  it  of  Mr,  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  These  are  the  papers  that  you  received  at  the  time  ? 
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A.  Yea,  sir ;  and  the  other  "  fovty  "  I  obtained  the  deed  for 
from  Mr.  Tliomae  and  his  wife. 

Q.  Did  you  know  where  Mr.  Thomiis  got  that  ? 

A.  Of  Mr.  Hewitt. 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  paper  V 

A.  No,  sir,  I  sent  it  for  registration ;  it  was  a  patent  assigned 
to  Mr.  Thomas,  patented  by  Mr.  Hewitt  and  assigned  to  Mr, 
Thomas. 

Mr.  Shipniau — That  is  all. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Have  tlie  Honorable  Managers  any 
further  questions  ? 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — Tliat  is  all,  Mr.  Allison. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Call  your  next  witness. 

TESTIMONY    OF   WILLIAM   C.  B0SH. 

William  0.  Bush,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
£ed  as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question.  Mr.  Bush,  where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  Saginaw  City. 

Q.  You  heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Allison,  in  regard  to 
this  school  land,  in  town  33  north  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  the  gentleman  that  he  spoke  of  as  agent '! 

A.  AVell,  I  act  as  such. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  state  what  has  transpired  between  yourself  and 
Mr.  Edmonds,  or  Mr.  Barnard,  on  the  30th  of  April,  or  tbe 
Ist  day  of  May,  in  connection  with  this  land  in  question  ? 

A.  Well,  I  went  to  the  Land  Office  and  called  for  the  books 
containing  this  section,  to  see  the  land  marked. 

Q.  How  wore  they  marked? 

A.  "  C.  H." 

Q.  In  ink  or  pencil '/ 

A.  With  a  lead  pencil ;  and  I  inquired  the  nature  of  the 
marks,  and  was  told  that  they  were  held  on  a  cbeck.    I  asked 
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the  amount  of  this  check,  and  ivhen  deposited,  und  I  was  iu- 
formed. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  what  was  the  information  von  got? 

A.  That  the  clieck  was  two  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Deposited  when  ? 

A.  Deposited  in  July,  Ihc  6th  or  thereahouts.  I  think,  u.e 
near  as  I  can  reeolloet. 

Q.  July,  1871? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President,  1  would  like  to  aek 
the  indulgence  of  the  Court,  to  be  permitted  to  ask  Mr.  Allison 
one  or  two  more  questions.  We  may  not  get  through  with  this 
witness  hefore  the  Court  will  adjourn  and  lie  desires  to  return 
on  the  evening  train  to  Saginaw. 

The  questions  were  admitted. 

The  Presiding  Officer — This  witness  will  step  aside  and  Mr. 
Allison  take  the  stand  again. 

D.   W.   ALLISON,    RECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Grosvenor : 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Eilmoiida 
about  getting  his  land  any  other  way,  after  it  was  patented  to 
Mr.  Thomas. 

Answer.  !No,  sir,  not  after  it  ivas  patented. 

Q.  Well,  hefoi-e. 

A.  "Well,  I  told  him  if  I  did  not  get  it,  1  should  take  it  to 
the  Supreme  Court. 

Q,  Did  yon  make  any  similar  statement  fo  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — That  is  all. 

CKOSS-ESAMITTATIOir   OF   D.   W.   ALLISOB'. 

Cross  esamincci  by  Mr.  Shipmaii : 

Question,  Do  you  say  that  yon  thi-eatened  i,o  go  into  court 
in  this  matter? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  To  Mr,  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Thomas  i* 

A,  Mr.  Edmonds  and  Mr.  Thomas. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Edmonds  do? 

A.  He  said  he  didn't  fear  the  court;  I  could  carry  it  there. 

Q,  Well,  did  it  scare  Mr.  Thomas  any  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  it  did. 

Mr,  Shipman — Oh,  welt,  that's  all, 

WILLIAM    C.   BUSH,    KECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Huston. 

Qnestion.  You  may  go  on  with  your  statement  now. 

Answer.  Well,  I  applied  to  Mr.  Robinson.  He  is  the  man  1 
applied  to. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Robinson  ? 

A.  He  is  some  clerk  in  the  office. 

Q.  The  one  they  call  the  "chief  clerk  ?" 

A.  Well,  I  conld  not  tell  you  what  office  he  does  occupy.  I 
am  acquainted  with  the  gentleman  some. 

Q,  Well,  what  did  Mr.  Robinson  do  ? 

A.  Well,  he  gave  me  all  the  information  that  he  knew  of  in 
the  matter ;  and  I  asked  him  if  Mr.  Hewitt's  deposit  would 
hold  theseJands,  being  deposited  so  long.  Whether  the  check 
would  hold  them  without  being  cashed. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  ? 

A.  He  said  that  was  left  with  the  Commissioner ;  if  the 
Commissioner  was  a  mind  to  hold  a  cheek  he  could  hold  it,  or 
anything  else  that  he  considered  equal  to  cash. 

Q.  What  reasons  did  he  give  that  they  had  not  paid  this 
money  into  the  Treasury. 

A.  Well,  he  did  not  give  any  reasons.  He  did  n't  give  me 
any  reasons.  He  did,— he  said  there  was  no  time  set — no  time 
specified  to  compel  them  to  pay  it  into  tJie  Treasury. 

Q.  Well,  anything  further  ? 

A.  Well,  I  told  hira  I  would  like  to  get  that '-  forty," 

Q.  Which  "  forty  "  was  that  ? 

A.  The  southwest  of  the  northwest. 
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Q   What  did  he  aay  ? 

A.  Well,  he  told  me  to  iile  aii  applicatioD. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  did  you  file  iin  application  ? 

A.  I  filed  an  application  and  deposited  the  money. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  get  the  "  forty  "  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  on  that  application. 

Q.  What  day  of  the  month  was  that  ? 

A.  That  was  the  first. 

Q.  The  first  day  of  May? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Presiding  Officer— What  year  ? 

A.  This  year. 

By  Manager  Huston : 

Q  Well,  you  say  yon  didn't  get  it  upon  that  application? 
Did  you  get  it  upon  any  application  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  purchased  afterwards,  from  Thomas. 

Q.  Well,  anything  further? 

A.  Well,  we  had  several  conversations.  I  told  that  I  did  n't 
think  his  check  ought  to  hold  it,  and  another  thing,  his 
check  did  not  cover  the  whole ;  as  I  had  deposited  the  money 
for  the  part  that  I  wanted,  in  fnll,  and  would  like  to  have  the 
patent  for  it. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  William  A.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Hoiv  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  him? 

A.  Since  1867. 

Q.  Have  you  been  engaged  with  him  in  business? 

A.  Well,  yes,  considerable. 

Q.  What  kind  of  business  ? 

A.  Looking  up  lands. 

Q.  Wei!,  sir,  what  was  the  arrangement  between  you  and 
Mr.  Barnard,  in  reference  to  the  lands  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Onemoment  We  object.  Whateverelse  may 
be  claimed,  I  suppose  it  will  not  be  claimed  that  we  are  to 
answer  for  Mr.  Barnard's  deeds,  good  or  bad,  before  we  went 
into  that  office.    The  question  has  no  limit  now.    I  object  to 
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itbecatise  it  covers  too  imicli  time.    It  apparently  relates  back 
to  1867. 

Mr. Manager  Hiisfcoa — Mr,  President,  if  1  niiatak!!  not,  one  of 
the  articles  of  impeachment  charges  Mr.  Edmonds  with  taking 
into  liis  employ  men  not  of  good  morals,  not  only  of  dissolute 
habits,  hut  men  that  are  not  such  as  should  be  employed  in 
the  office.  Non%  I  claim  that  if  we  can  show  by  the  proofs 
that  Mr.  Barnard,  ever  since  1867,  has  been  purchasing  large 
quantities  of  land,  clandestinely,  in  other  parties'  names,  not 
in  fact  purchasing,  but  pretending  to  purchase  them,  and 
reserving  them  upon  A,  B,  and  C's  contract  without.  A,  B,  and 
C's  consent,  having  his  land-hunters  all  through  these  north- 
ern counties  looking  up  lands  and  reserving  them  and  keeping 
them  out  of  market  until  he  could  sell  them  at  an  advance,-— 
never  putting  any  money  in  them,— -if  we  can  show  that 
has  been  the  constant  practice,  and  that  Mr.  Edmonds 
had  knowledge  of  the  fact,  it  seems  to  me  that 
must  be  competent,  and  if  he  continued  the  practice 
right  along, — had  been  in  the  practice  four  years  before  lie 
became  Deputy,  or  before  he  went  into  the  office  under  Mr. 
Edmonds,  and  that  he  continued  the  practice,  as  we  sliaU  show, 
since  he  has  been  in  that  office  under  Mr.  Edmonds, — I  think 
the  evidence  would  be  competent,  and  that  is  what  wc  expect 
to  show  in  reference  to  Mr,  Barnard's  transactions  In  tlie  lands 
of  this  State ;  he  being  a  clerk  in  the  office  in  the  first  place, 
and  afterwards  Deputy,  he  was  prohibited  from  having  any 
interest,  directly  or  indii-ectly  in  lands ;  and  we  submit  that  it 
is  competent  for  us  to  introduce  the  proof.  We  propose-to 
connect  it  and  make  it  one  continuous  transaction,  and  that 
Sir.  Edmonds  had  knowledge  of  and  indorsed  this  transaction 
by  taking  him  into  his  employ,  and  giving  him  the  first  place 
in  his  olSce, — a  man  who  has  been  the  chief  man  nearly  in  the 
greater  share  of  the  transactions  in  that  office,  as  we  shall 
show ;  and  we  submit  that  the  testimony  is  competent  for  those 
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Senator  Bomeyn — Mr.  President :  I  wish  to  take  advaDtagc 
of  the  rule  we  adopted  this  morniog,  and  object  to  it  myself, 
and  ask  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  upon  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  do  not  understand  the  gentleman. 

Senator  Homeyn — It  was  understood,  after  some  discussion 
this  morning,  that  if  any  qnestion  should  he  proposed  v/hich 
was  considered  objectionable  by  any  member  of  the  Court,  that 
that  member  of  the  Court  might  object  to  it.  I  consider  this 
line  of  esamination  entirely  incompetent,  not  connected  with 
this  subject.  It  is  far  back  of  the  time,  when  we  charge  any- 
thing against  the  respondent.  And,  therefore,  I  ask  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair  upon  it,  on  my  own  account. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Chair  will  take  the  ruling  of  the 
Senate  npon  that  question,  the  objection  coming  from  a 
member  of  the  Court. 

Senators :  The  question  is,  Sliall  the  question  proposed  by 
Mr.  Manager  Huston  he  put  to  the  witness  ?  Those  in  favor 
will,  as  their  names  are  called,  say  Aye ;  those  opposed,  say  Nay. 

Senator  Wheeler — What  is  the  question? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Will  the  Honorable  Manager  reduce 
his  question  to  writing,  that  the  Secretary  may  preserve  it,  be- 
fore the  question  is  put  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  have  reduced  the  question  to 
writing.  It  is  as  follows :  AVhat  was  the  arrangement  between 
yourself  and  Mr.  Barnard  in  regard  to  the  lands? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  question. 
Senators  will  please  give  their  attention. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is :  Shall  the  question 
put  by  Manager  Huston  be  pot  to  the  witness? 

Mr,  Shipman — Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  applies  to  a 
transaction  before  the  Commissioner  went  into  office. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Before  and  since — one  continuous 
transaction  with  this  party — this  same  man,  I  wish  to  state  just 
briefly,  Mr.  Pi-esident,  the  facts.    I  do  not  propose  to  argue  the 
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qnestioii.  That  it  relates  to  a  transaction  commencing  in  186 7 
and  that  did  not  end  until  1 871, — one  coutinnous  transaction 
between  Mr.  Barnard  and  the  witness. 

The  Presiding  Officer—The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-ninth 
sends  op  the  following  question,  wliich  the  Secretary  will 
read: 

Senator  Moffatt— Do  I  understand  that  the  Manager  pro- 
poses to  prove  that  Mr.  Edmonds  had  knowledge  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston^I  propose  to  bring  it  to  Mr,  Edmonds 
knowledge. 

Tlie  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  question 
sent  up  by  the  Senator  from  the  Twenty-ninth. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"  I  ask  of  the  Manager  if  it  is  understood  that  Mr,  Edmonds 
is  to  he  connected  with  this  arrangement," 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  say  this :  we  expect  to  bring  it 
to  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Edmonds ;  and  not  only  that,  but  we 
claim  as  matter  of  law,  that  Mr.  Edmonds  is  the  responsible 
head  of  the  office,  and  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of  his  Deputy 
and  his  clerks.  But  we  expect  to  bring  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds" 
knowledge ;  that  is  what  we  expect  to  do. 

Senator  Briggs — Mr.  President:  I  beg  to  call  the  attention 
of  Senators  to  Article  A'l,    Will  the  Secretaiy  read  it? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  read  Article  VI. 

The  Secretary  read  the  article,  as  follows  : 

"That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office,  during  his  official  t«rm  as  such  Commissioner, 
to  wit:  from  about  tlie  first  day  of  January,  1871,  to  the  28th 
day  of  March,  1872,  unmindful  of  the  high  and  responsible 
duties  of  his  office,  of  his  oath  of  office,  and  disregarding 
the  rights  of  the  people  of  this  State,  and  for  the  corrupt  and 
unlawful  purpos^^  of  personal  benefit  and  gain,  did  appoint  and 
keep  in  his  offico,  as  clerks,  certain  men  of  dissolute  habits 
and  character,  and  unworthy  tlie  high  trust  and  confidence 
necessarily  required  of  men  iu  their  positions,  and  did,  also, 
allow  his  clerks  in  office,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  this  State, 
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to  purchase,  directly  and  indirectly,  from  tlie  State,  lands  for 
sale  in  said  Land  Office,  and  to  be  interested  in  purchases 
made  in  the  nama  of  others,  directly  and  indirectly,  and  to 
traffic,  and  corruptly  sell  and  get  unlawful  gain,  in  the  sale  of 
valuable  information  contained  in  such  office,  within  their 
knowledge  as  such  clerks,  and  to  act  as  the  agents,  for  reward, 
of  certain  land  dealers,  in  entering  land,  thus  giving  such 
dealers  an  undue  advantage  over  others  seeking  the  entry  of 
lands  at  said  office. 

"  And  the  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  was  thus  then  and  there  guilty  of  corrupt 
conduct  in  office,  and  did  commit  a  misdemeanor  in  office." 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is,  Shall  the  question 
proposed  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston,  be  put  to  tho  witness  ? 

Senator  Wheeler — Mr.  President,  I  wish  the  Honorable 
Manager  would  state  the  nature  of  the  transactions  they 
expect  to  prove,  to  show  whether  it  has  any  application  to  any 
of  these  articles. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— -I  will  state.  I  supposed  I  had  stated 
them  so  that  it  was  understood.  The  nature  of  the  transac- 
tions we  espeet  to  prove,  are  substantially  these:  That  Mr. 
Barnard  entered  into  an  arrangement  with  this  witness,  by 
which  Mr.  Barnard  was  to  furnish  him  plats  of  the  townships, 
for  which  nothing  was  paid,  and  nothing  went  into  the  Treas- 
ury; furnishing  him  at  one  time  in  the  month  of  May,  1871, 
fifty  plats,  that  never  were  paid  for,  since  Mr.  Edmonds  has 
been  in  the  office ;  that  Mr.  Barnard  was  to  furnish  half  of 
the  money  to  pay  the  expenses  in  looking  the  lands,  but 
not  to  pay  anything  for  services;  that  Mr.  Bamai'd  was 
to  mark  tiie  lands  as  reserved,  in  different  parties'  names 
npon  contracts,  as  the  ease  might  be,  and  hold  them  until 
the  witness  or  Mr.  Barnard  found  somebody  that  wanted 
to  purchase  the  land,  or  buy  the  minutes  and  pay  in  advance 
for  the  lands.  That  is  what  we  expect  to  prove,  substantially, 
and  that  a  large  amount  of  lands  were  looked  up  and  marked 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


436  TRIAL  OF  OHAELES  A.  EDM02JDS. 

as  reserved  to  different  parties,  and  held  for  market  in  that 
way,  until  they  were  sold. 

The  Pi-esiding  Officer — Did  this  arrangement  eoatinue 
through  the  administration  of  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — It  continued  into  the  administration 
of  Mr.  Edmonds. 

The  Presii5ing  Officer— To  hia  knowledge? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — And  to  his  knowledge,  as  we  expect 
to  prove ;  and  that,  it  seems  to  me,  is  admjsssible  evidence,  as 
we  shall  show  that  a  large  amount  of  these  lauds,  unless  they 
have  been  wiped  off  the  hooks  since  these  proceedings  have 
been  commenced,  are  still  marked  as  "reserved,"  on  the 
books, — audit  seems  to  me  that  ought  to  be  sufficient  evi- 
dence,—if  we  shall  show  that,  as  we  expect  to  show,  amount- 
ing probably  to  thousands  of  acres  which  were  only  a  short 
time  ago  still  upon  the  books  of  the  olEca  as  reserved  lands.. 
And,  as  matter  of  law,  we  say  he  is  bound  to  know  what  these 
books  show. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Mr.  President:  I  call  for  the 
reading  of  Article  IV,  in  relation  to  conspiracy. 

The  Pi-esiding  Ofidcer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  article. 

The  Secretary  read  the  article,  as  follows: 

"That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Olfice,  unmindful  of  the  high  and  responsible  duties  of 
his  ofBco,  and  of  his  oath  of  office,  on  the  first  day  of  June,. 
1871,  in  the  said  Land  OEhce,  at  Lansing,  in  the  county  of 
Ingham,  and  on  divers  other  days  and  times  during  his  official 
term  at  Lansing,  aforesaid,  did  unlawfully  conspire  with  one 
William  G.  Patrick,  and  divers  other  persons  unknown,  fraud  - 
ulently  to  withhold  from  sale,  and  mark,  or  cause  to  be  marked, 
as  sold,  large  quantities  of  State  lands,  for  the  benefit  of  said 
conspirators,  in  fraud  of  other  honajide  purchasers  and  settlers, 
with  the  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  such  honajide  purchasers 
and  actual  settlers,  and  all  others  who  might  wish  to  purchase 
the  same. 
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"  And  in  pursuance  of  said  conspira«j  the  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds  did  mark,  or  cause  to  be  marked,  in  said  ofBce,  on 
the  plat  books  thereof  as  sold,  large  tracts  of  land  that  were 
not  sold,  by  which  Edmonds,  his  Deputy,  and  clerks  in  office 
corrHptlj  received  large  sums  of  money;  and  said,  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  OfBce,  was  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  ofhce,  a  violation  of  his  oath  of  office, 
and  a  great  fraud  upon  the  people  of  this  State." 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Now,  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
testimony  is  admissible  under  that  article,  because  it  is  a  well 
settled  rule  of  law,  upon  the  admissibility  of  evidence,  that  a 
conspiracy  may  have  been  formed  long  before — years  before — 
the  party  accused  may  have  any  knowledge  of  it.  But  if  he 
comes  in  and  acts  in  any  way  indorsing,  approving,  or  acting 
with  the  conspirators,  he  becomes  a  party  to  the  conspiracy; 
and  if  we  can  show  by  this  testimony  that  this  conspiracy  was 
entered  into  by  Mr.  Barnard  and  other  parties  long  before  Mr. 
Edmonds'  time,  and  it  continued  up  to  his  time,  and  he  at 
an  J  time  became  a  party  to  that,  he  is  a  party  to  the  conspiracy, 
— he  is  a  conspirator. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  hour  fixed  by  the  standing  rule 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate  having  arrived,  the  Senate 
stands  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  9  o'clock. 


Lansing,  Saturday,  May  ^,  1873. 

The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 

Roll  called  :  qnomm  present. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Upon  the  adjournment  lasl:  evening, 
a  question  was  before  the  Senate,  which  the  Secretary  will 
read. 
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The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows :  "  Wiiat  was  tho 
arrangement  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Barnard  in  regard  to 
the  lauds  ?" 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  before  the  Senate  waa. 
Shall  the  question  proposed  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  he  put  to 
the  witness  ?  Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ? 

Senator  Ball — Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  the  proper 
time  has  arrived,  but  I  have  an  announcement  that  I  desire  to 
make  to  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Twenty- 
ninth  will  mate  his  announcement. 

Mr.  Ball — Mr.  President,  we  have  just  learned  of  the  death 
of  the  Hon.  Isaac  M.  Cravath,  a  member  of  the  Senate,  from 
the  Twenty-first  Senatorial  district  of  tliia  State  which  occcur- 
red  at  an  early  hour  this  morning ;  and  I  wish  Mr.  President, 
to  offer  some  resolutions  and  to  premise  them  by  a  few 
remarks. 

In  making  this  announcement  to  the  Senate,  I  cannot  but 
add  a  few  words  in  tribute  of  respect  to  the  deceased. 

Senator  Cravath  was  a  gentleman  of  undoubted  ability ;  as  a 
speaker,  he  was  'rapid  and  fluent,  and  at  times  the  most  elo- 
quent member  among  us. 

He  was  a  gentleman  possessed  of  many  scholarly  attainments, 
and  received  from  many  of  our  literary  associations  invitations 
to  address  them  upon  vai-ious  topics  of  interest,  and  hia  lec- 
tures are  spoken  of  in  terms  of  high  appreciation.  At  times, 
many  of  us  have  found  him  in  debate  an  antagonist  of  no 
mean  calibre ;  and  in  the  defense  of  measures  advocated  hy 
him,  he  was  strenuous,  active,  and  industrious.  I  have  felt  his 
manly  oppositions  fully,  and  I  most  cheerfully  iiccord  this 
tribute  to  his  memory. 

Death  comes  to  us  all ;  it  is  certain.  While  in  full  health 
and  vigor,  and  not  oppressed  with  the  circumstances  of  life ; 
while  surrounded  by  the  beautiful  objects  of  nature,  all  teem- 
ing with  animation,  we  too  seldom  think  of  that  time  when 
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we  shall  lie  cold  and  inanimate  in  death ;  when  wife  and  chil- 
dren shall  be  compelled  to  say  the  parting  word  to  the  hus- 
hand  and  father,— the  one  who  has  surrounded  them  with  the 
comforts  of  the  world, — that  one  who  lies  before  them  motion- 
less, cold,  and  silent. 

Then  the  tremendous  power  of  that  hlow  seems  too  gi-eat  to 
bear.  We  are  unable  to  mourn  with  the  moumerB,— we  are 
unable  to  describe  or  be  fully  sensible  of  the  anguish  of  the 
wife  of  the  deceased;  and  I  only  express  the  common  senti- 
ment of  this  body  in  saying  that  we  sympathize  with  the 
bereaved  wife. 

The  deceased,  an  ofdcer  in  our  gallant  army,  was  brave  and 
efficient.  His  sickness  and  death  were  caused  by  disease  there 
contracted. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  extend  my  remarks :  I 
wish,  further,  to  announce  that  I  am  informed  that  the  remains 
of  the  deceased  Senator  are  to  be  taken  to  Coldwater  for  inter- 
ment; and  now,  Mr.  President,  I  beg  leave  to  offer  the  follow- 
ing resolutions,  and  request  the  Secretary  to  read  them. 

The  Secretary  read  the  resolutions,  as  follows : 

Whereas,  We  have  learned  this  morning,  with  profound 
sorrow,  of  the  death  of  the  Hon,  Isaac  M.  Cravath  of  Ijansing, 
Michigan,  a  member  of  this  Senate  for  the  Twenty-first 
Senatorial  District ;  therefore 

Resolved,  By  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  that  so 
great  a  loss  to  us,  and  to  those  whom  he  represented,  of  an 
active,  vigilant,  and  upright  public  servant,  in  the  death  of 
the  Hon.  Isaac  M.  Cravath,  should  receive  a  befitting  and 
appropriate  recognition ; 

Resolved,  That  our  appreciation  of  the  kind,  manly,  and 
genial  traits  which  characterized  the  deceased  in  all  his  ofBeiai 
acts  as  a  member  of  this  Senate,  and  in  his  private  intereourse 
with  ns,  causes  a  feeling  of  profound  sorrow ; 

Resolved,  That  to  his  bereaved  wife,  we  extend,  with  deepest 
sympathy,  our  condolence  in  the  loss  of  a  true  and  loving  hus- 
band, thus  suddenly  removed  from  her ; 
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Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  for  the  deceased, 
the  Senate  attend  his  funeral  iu  a  body,  and  that  these  reaolu- 
tiona  be  entered  upon  the  journal,  and  a  copy  of  them  be 
transmitted  to  the  wife  of  tbe  deceased; 

Resolved,  That  this  Senate  do  now  adjourn  until  Monday 
next.  May  6th,  at  3  o'clock  P.  M. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  the  adoption 
of  the  resolutions.    Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ? 

Mr.  Waterbury — Mr.  President:  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
rise  in  my  place  and  bear  testimony  to  the  worth  of  onr  brother 
who  is  dead.  I  feel  that  it  ia  another  warning  to  ns  that  we 
are  mortal.  Our  brother  has  gone  to  the  land,  the  inhabitants 
whereof  shall  no  more  say,  "  I  am  sick."  And  it  appears  to 
me,  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  a  proper  time  for  ns  to  receive  a 
lesson, — to  remember  that  we  are  mortal, — that  "  in  the  midst 
of  life  we  are  in  death,"  and  it  should  teach  us  a  lesson  that  we 
should  all  remember,  that  we  are  not  only  mortal  and  that  we 
are  beset  with  human  frailty,  but  that  in  the  heat  of  debate, 
when  we  feel — and  I  acknowledge  that  I  have  frequently  felt 
—that  our  feelings  carry  us  a  great  way  too  far,  we  should 
remember  that  our  opponents'  feet  may  be  even  then  in  the 
shadow  of  the  dark  mountains  of  death,  and  wo  should  deal 
kindly  with  each  other,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  how  weak  I  am, 
— how  incapable  of  expressing  my  feelings  upon  such  au 
occasion  as  this,  but  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  pay  tliis  tribute 
of  respect  to  tlie  memory  of  our  departed  brother, 

Mr.  Sheley — Mr.  President,  I  cordially  support  tlie  resolu- 
tions that  have  been  offered.  Not  only  we,  as  a  body,  hut  the 
State  itself,  has  sustained  a  loss,  in  the  death  of  Senator  Cra- 
vath ;  not  only  that,  but  the  church  of  which  he  was  an  hon- 
ored member,  and  office-bearer, — the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
of  this  city, — the  church,  itself,  will  realize  that  one  of  its 
members  has  been  stricken  down,  and  they  are  called  upon  to 
mourn  his  death. 

Death,  it  is  true,  comes  to  us  very  unexpectedly,  but  it  is 
a  very  little  matter  to  any  of  ns,  if  we  are  prepared  to  die,  as 
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I  believe  was  the  fact  in  his  ease.  Without  the  preparation 
for  death,  life  to  each  one  of  us  is  a  failure.  It  would  be 
better  that  we  had  never  lived,  than  that  we  live  entirely  to 
ourselves.  A  man  whose  feeliuga  and  thoughts  are  taken  up 
with  the  affairs  of  this  world, — he  dies ;  but  wlien  a  man  has 
made  his  peace  with  God,  and  become  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  Christ,  and  lives  for  others  as  weU  as  himself,  he 
never  dies.  He  was  a  teacher  in  the  Sabbath-school,— an 
instructor  of  the  young,  trying  to  lead  them  in  the  path  of 
virtue  and  religion.  I  say,  the  Chnrch  has  sustained  a  loss,  the 
Sunday-school  has  sustained  a  loss,  and  the  Senate,  of  which 
he  was  an  honored  member,  has  sustained  a  loss;  and  there- 
fore we  are  called  upon  to  mourn  in  different  capacities  the 
death  of  our  brother. 

We  are  each  admonished  that  life,  to  us,  is  all  uncertain. 
Two  of  the  members  of  this  Senate  have  passed  away  within 
a  little  over  a  year.  Thirty-two  of  ua ;  now  thirty.  God  is 
saying  to  each  one  of  us,  "  Be  ye  also  ready."  He  speaks  to 
me, — He  speaks  to  you, — He  speaks  to  every  member  of  this 
Senate :  "  Be  ye  also  ready,  for  in  such  an  hour  a^  ye  think 
not,  ye  will  be  called." 

Why  are  we  permitted  to  live  in  this  world?  It  is  not  for 
ourselves  entirely,  but  it  is  for  the  influence  we  exercise  while 
here ;  and  when  we  are  dead,  that  influence  does  not  cease,  but 
goes  on,  and  on,  and  although  dead,  we  do  not  cease  to  speak. 
Just  so,  we  believe,  our  brother  is  speaking  now,  to  the  mem- 
bers of  tlie  Sabath-school,  and  I  feel  called  upon  to  say  this  of 
our  brother.  I  have  met  him  frequently.  I  have  met  him  as 
a  Christian  brother,  a  warm-hearted  Christian,  and  a  man  try- 
ing to  do  what  he  conld  to  bring  religious  influences  upon  the 
young. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  upon  the  adoption  of 
the  resolutions.    Those  of  you  in  favor  of  their  adoption,  aa 
your  names  are  called,  say  Aye ;  those  opposed,  No.    The  Sec- 
retary wil!  call  the  roll. 
53 
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Tlie  Secretary  called  the  roll. 

The  Presiding  officer — The  resolutions  are  adopted  unani- 
monsly.  The  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Coart  of  Impeachment, 
stands  adjourned  until  Monday  afternoon,  at  two  o'clock. 


Lansing,  Monday,  P.  M.,  May  6, 1872. 

The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 

Eoll  called ;  not  a  quorum  present. 

Absent  without  leave;  Senators  Barber,  Begole,  Cawley> 
Hannalis,  Mann,  Neasmitb,  Prutzman,  Romeyn,  Wilcox, 
Wood. 

The  Presiding  Officer — There  being  not  a  quorum  present, 
the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  stands  adjourned 
until  to-morrow  morning  at  9  o'clock. 


Lansing,  Tuesdaij,  May  7, 1872. 

The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  nsual  proclamation. 

Roll  called :  quorum  present. 

Absent  without  leave:  Senators  Cawley,  Hannah,  Storrs, 
Waterbury,  and  Wood. 

The  Presidinfr  Officer— When  the  Senate  adjourned  upon 
Saturday,  the  witness  Bush  was  upon  the  stand.  A  question 
was  then  pending  before  the  Senate.  Since  then  no  business 
has  heen  transacted.  The  question  before  the  Senate  was  the 
question  proposed  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  to  be  put  to  the 
witness.    Are  you  ready  for  the  question  ? 
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ilr.  Sbeley — Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  what  mem- 
bers are  absent  witbont  leave  this  morning? 

Tbe  Secretary — Senators  Cawley,  Hannahs,  Storrs,  Water- 
bury,  and  Wood. 

Tbe  Presiding  Officer— The  Secretary  will  read  the  question. 

The  Secretary  road  the  question,  as  follows : 

"What  was  the  arrangement  between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Barnard  iu  regard  to  the  lands  ?  " 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President :  Objection  was  made  to  this 
question  by  counsel  for  the  respondent,  Jlnd  afterward  by  a 
Senator.  My  objection  to  the  question  was,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, that  under  the  explanation  here,  which  I  suppose  we 
must  take  as  the  facts  in  the  ease,  they  are  to  go  back  to  18C7, 
when  an  arrangement  was  made  between  Mr.  Barnard  and  the 
witness  in  regard  to  lands.  They  say  that  that  was  a  continu- 
ing arrangement,— lasted  until  the  present  Commissioner 
came  into  office  ;  that  after  he  came  into  office,  and  in  May 
1871,  some  plats  were  obtained — forty  or  fifty  I  believe  the 
statement  of  the  Mani^er  is — from  the  office,  the  money  for 
which  did  not  go  into  the  State  Treasury,  And  they  also  state 
that  they  intend  to  show — expect  to  show — that  the  respondent 
had  notice  of  these  facts.  I  do  not  understand  the  Honorable 
Managers,  however,  to  claim  that  the  Commissioner  had  notice 
of  the  arrangement  between  Mr.  Barnard  and  the  witness, — 
they  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong  in  that.  I  understand  the 
statement  to  mean  this :  they  will  show,  and  we  will  take  it  for 
granted  that  they  will  show,  that  Mr.  Edmonds  knew  of  what 
transpired  in  the  office  during  the  time  he  was  there,  namely, 
that  these  plats  were  obtained,  for  instance,  in  May,  1871.  I 
do  not  know  that  they  claim  really  that  any  lauds  were  marked 
up,  but  at  all  events  the  statement  goes  to  this  extent,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  of  simply  bringing  to  the  Commissioner  notice  of 
what  transpired  during  the  time  that  he  was  in  office. 

Now  we  say  that  the  proof  of  what  was  done  should  be  lim- 
ited to  the  same  time.  If  they  do  not  propose  to  show  that 
he  knew  of  this  arrangement  before  that  time,  then  we  say 
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they  ouglit  not  to  be  allowed  to  prove  it.  It  is  u  matter  that 
is  not  ill  issue.  We  are  not  impeaching  Gen.  Pritchard, — that 
is  not  the  proceeding  here  ;  nor  are  we  trying  Mr.  Barnard. 
It  is  simply  the  acts  of  the  Commissioner ;  and  he  cannot  be 
impeached  for  things  that  did  not  tmnspirc  during  his  term  of 
office.    You  cannot  go  back  of  that. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  something  lias  been  said 
liere  as  to  the  natnre  of  this  proceeding,  I  will  beg  leave  for  a 
moment  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  1  Story  on  the 
Constitution,  sections  797,  798,  and  799,  parts  of  which  I  wili 
now  read.    He  says : 

"  Resort,  then,  must  be  had  either  to  parliamentary  practice 
and  the  common  law,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  are  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors,  or  the  whole  subject  must  be  left  to  the 
arbitrary  discretion  of  the  Senate  for  the  time  being.  The  lat- 
ter is  so  incompatible  with  the  genius  of  our  institutions  that 
DO  lawyer  or  statesman  would  be  inclined  to  countenance  so 
absolute  a  despotism  of  opinion  and  practice,  which  might 
mate  that  a  crime  at  one  time,  or  in  one  person,  which  would 
be  deemed  innocent  at  another  time,  or  in  another  person. 
The  only  safe  guide  in  such  cases  must  be  the  common  law, 
which  is  the  guardian  at  once  of  private  rights  and  public 
liberties," 

I  cite  this  language  liere,  with  reference  to  the  statements 
that  have  been  made  here  by  the  Honorable  Managers  upon 
the  other  side  with  reference  to  the  nature  of  these  proceed- 
ings, as  though  the  Senate  were  a  law  unto  themselves, — were 
guided  by  no  law, — altogether  uncontrolled  in  the  matter, — at 
liberty  to  go  where  they  pleased, — bound  by  no  precedents, 
and  scarcely  bound — I  beg  pardon  for  saying  it— I  was  about 
to  say,  scarcely  bound  by  common  sense,  in  the  matter.  I  do 
not  quite  mean  that,  Mr.  President;  but  the  idea  is  attempted 
to  be  conveyed  here  that  the  rules  of  law  that  govern  proceed- 
ings of  this  kind  have  no  application  here  if  they  chose  to  dis- 
regard tliem.  I  wish  to  state  that  this  is  a  criminal  proceed- 
ing; it  is  not  a  civil  proceeding  in  any  degi-ec  or  in  any  way. 
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A  civil  remedy  is  for  the  eaforeemeut  of  paymGnfc  for  an 
injury  done, — for  damages  for  an  injury  done  to  another;  or 
it  may  be  for  an  injury  done  to  the  State,  for  that  matter. 
This  proceeding  partakes  of  the  nature  of  punishment, — it  has 
the  character  of  punishment,— tlio  judgment  is  of  that  char- 
acter. It  is  true  that  it  does  not  reach  to  the  extent  that  it 
does  under  the  common  law  and  under  the  Eoglish  practice, 
for  there  they  punish  the  officer  and  punish  the  man, — here 
we  punish  the  officer  but  not  the  man. 

But  that  does  not  alter  the  character  of  the  proceedings  in 
any  degree.  Many  offenses  at  common  law,  and  under  the 
English  law',  when  you  come  to  the  question  of  punishment, 
hare  been  materially  changed, — many  offenses  which  were  for- 
mally capital  offenses  have  ceased  to  be  so;  but  yet  it  in  no 
degree  alters  the  character  of  the  proceedings.  Here,  under 
our  Constitution,  the  judgment  shall  be  limited  to  removal 
from  office,  leaving  the  man  to  answer  for  his  deed  in  the  ordi- 
nary court,  but  the  proceeding  is  the  same.  It  is  a  criminal 
proceeding  for  the  infliction  of  a  punishment  upon  him,  no 
difference  how  light  it  may  be,  but  it  is  in  no  degree  a  civil 
proceeding. 

The  Honorable  Manager  cited  ns  to  the  case  of  Judge 
Chase.  I  will  refer  to  that  case.  There  were  eight  articles 
against  Judge  Chase,  every  one  of  which  charged  a  crime, 
except  the  fifth.  That  did  not  charge  a  crime  distinctly.  The 
position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  was  this :  That 
article  fifth  did  not  in  express  terms  charge  a  criminal  intent 
npon  the  respondent.  The  question  was  raised  squarely.  In 
voting  upon  the  articles  generally,  the  Senate  found  him  not 
guilty,  but  upon  seven  of  the  articles  the  vote  ranged  from 
four  to  nineteen  for  guilty ;  but  when  the  vote  was  taken  upon 
the  fifth  article,  where  the  intent  was  not  charged,  the  vote 
was,  unanimously,  not  guilty,  I  refer  to  that  because  it  has 
been  cited  upon  tlie  other  side. 

A  word  more  from  Story,  Sec.  ~98 : 

■'  The  doctrine  indeed,  would  be  truly  alarming,  that  the 
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a  law  did  not  regulate,  interpret,  and  control  the  pow- 
ers and  duties  of  the  Court  of  Impeachment.  What,  otherwise, 
■would  become  of  the  rules  of  evidence,  the  legal  notions  of 
crimes,  and  the  application  of  principles  of  public  or  munici- 
pal jurisprudence  to  the  charges  against  the  accused?  It 
would  be  a  most  extraordinary  anomaly,  that  while  every  citi- 
zen of  every  State,  originally  composing  the  Union,  would  be 
entitled  to  the  common  law  as  a  birthright  and  at  once  hia 
protector  and  guide ;  as  a  citizen  of  the  Union  or  an  officer  of 
the  Union  he  would  be  subjected  to  no  law,  to  no  principles, 
to  no  rules  of  evidence. 

"It  is  the  boast  of  English  jurisprudence,  and  without  it  the 
power  of  impeachment  would  be  an  intolerable  grievance,  that 
in  trials  by  impeachment,  the  law  differs  not  in  essentials  from 
criminal  prosecutions  before  inferior  courts.  The  same  rules 
of  evidence,  the  same  legal  notions  of  crimes  and  punishments, 
prevail.  For  impeachments  are  not  framed  to  alter  the  law ; 
but  to  carry  it  into  more  successful  execution,  where  it  might 
be  obstructed  by  the  influence  of  too  powerful  delinquents,  or 
not  easily  discerned  in  the  ordinary  course  of  jurisdiction  by 
reason  of  the  peculiar  quality  of  the  alleged  crimes/' 

One  word  more  from  Sec.  799  : 

"  It  seems,  then,  to  be  the  setttled  doctrine  of  the  High  Court 
of  Impeachment  that  though  the  common  law  cannot  be  a 
foundation  of  a  jurisdiction  not  given  by  the  Constitution  or 
laws,  that  jurisdiction,  when  given,  attaches,  and  is  to  be  exer 
cised  according  to  the  rules  of  the  common  law,  and  that 
what  are  and  what  are  not  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  is 
to  be  ascertained  by  a  recurrence  to  that  great  basis  of  Amer- 
ican jurisprudence.  The  leasonmg  by  ivhich  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Representativeb  to  punish  fot  contempts  (which  are 
breaches  of  privilege  and  ofiense'!  not  defined  by  any  positive 
laws)  has  been  upheld  by  the  Supreme  Court,  stands  upon 
similar  grounds;  for  if  the  House  had  no  jurisdiction  to  pun- 
ish for  contempts,  until  the  acts  had  been  previously  defined 
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and  ascertained  by  positive  iaw,  it  ia  clear  tliat  the  process  of 
arrest  would  be  illegal." 

I  call  attention  to  that  bocitnee  I  think  we  are  wandering  too 
far  from  the  true  rule  of  this  matter.  I  wish  to  make  no 
argument  upon  the  propositions  advanced,  or  to  take  up  any 
time  with  the  question. 

Now,  under  this  Article  VI.,  there  are  several  things 
charged;  the  first  of  which  is,  "  that  for  the  coiTupt  and  un- 
lawful purpose  of  personal  benefit  and  gain,  did  appoint  and 
keep  in  his  office  as  clerks,  certain  men  of  dissolute  habits 
and  character,  and  unworthy  the  high  trust  and  confidence 
necessarily  required  of  men  in  their  position."  Unworthy  of 
the  high  trust,  I  suppose,  because  they  were  men  of  "  dissolute 
habits  and  character." 

Second:  That  he  "allowed  his  clerks,  in  office,  in  violation 
of  the  laws  of  this  State,  to  purchase,  directly  and  indirectly, 
from  the  State  lands  for  sale  iu  said  liand  Office."  The  word 
"  allowed,"  giving  the  utmost  latitude  of  construction  to  it,  I 
suppose  will  mean  that  he  did  it  knowingly.  We  will  give 
them  the  benefit  of  the  iloubt,  so  far  as  the  pleadings  are  con- 
cerned,—that  ho,  knowing  the  fact,  allowed  his  clerks  to  do  as 
above  alleged. 

Third.  That  he  allowed  his  clerks  to  be  interested  in  pur- 
chases made  in  the  name  of  others; 

Fourth.  That  he  allowed  them  to  "  corruptly  sell  and  get 
unlawful  gain,  in  (he  sale  of  valuable  information  contained 
in  such  office;"  and 

Fifih.  That  he  allowed  them  to  "  act  as  agents  for  reward  of 
certain  land  dealers,  in  entering  land,  and  thus  giving  dealers 
an  undue  advantage  over  others  in  seeking  tlie  entry  of  lands 
.it  said  offiee." 

Now,  the  last  Manager  who  spoke  also  called  attention  to 
Article  V.,  which  alleges  a  conspiracy  with  one  Wm.  S. 
Patrick  and  others,  divers  persons  unknown.  Now,  I  submit, 
the  first  thingtftdo,  under  that,  is  to  show  a  conspiracy  between 
Edmonds  and  the  person  alleged, — not  a  conspiracy  between 
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Barnard  and  somebody  else.  It  is  quite  immaterial  whether 
anything  was  done  under  the  conspiracy.  The  fact  of  the  con- 
spiracy is  the  main  point. 

I  will  call  attention  to  the  People  rs.  Richards,  1  Mich.  31C, 
upon  that  proposition : 

"  In  a  conspiracy,  the  oifeuse  consists  in  the  unlawful  agree- 
ment, and  not  in  the  acts  that  follow  it,"  is  the  head-note. 
The  opinion  of  the  Coitrt  upon  that  point  will  be  found  upon 
pages  323  and  224,  which  I  will  not  read. 

The  case  of  Alderman  vs.  Alderman,  4  Mich.  414,  is  to  the 
same  effect. 

In  the  case  of  The  People  vs.  Clark,  10,  Mich.  310  the  same 
doctrine  is  enunciated. 

Under  this  article,  according  to  these  authorities,  they  must 
show  a  conspiracy  between  Edmonds  and  the  pei'son  alleged. 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  proof  comes  up  to  that. 

Now,  if  we  are  to  be  governed  or  guided  in  any  degree  by 
the  rules  which  obtain  in  ordinary  proceedings  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  crimo,  I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  this  testimony 
is  not  admissible.  I  wish  distinctly  to  be  understood  that  we 
will  not  object  to  anything  that  happened  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  Mr.  Edmonds,  which  the  Managers  propose  in  any 
degree  to  bring  to  his  knowledge.  If  he  has  done  wrong  as  an 
officer,  we  invite  them  to  come  in  here  and  substantiate 
the  charges  they  have  made.  We  not  only  submit,  but 
we  ask  them  to  do  it.  But  we  protest  against  being 
held  liable  for  acts,  or  transactions,  which  it  is  alleged 
occurred  before  his  term.  The  question  as  to  whether 
this  agreement  was  made  between  Barnard  and  the  witness 
in  1861,  it  seems  to  nie,  ought  not  to  be  admitted, 
unless  they  propose  to  show  that  Edmonds  had  notice  of  it. 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  Managers  mean  to  show  any 
such  thing.  Whatever  they  say  they  will  show  we  will  permit 
to  be  introduced  in  evidence. 

If  they  simply  propose  to  show  that  he  had  notice  of  what 
was  done  in  the  office  since  he  was  made  an  officer ;  if  they 
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propose  to  bring  acts  done  by  Mr.  Bu8h  and  Mr,  Barnard 
home  to  him,  we  will  not  object;  but  we  object  to  their 
proving  matters  that  they  do  not  bring  to  his  notice, 

Mr.  Cochrane — As  I  understand  tlie  theory  of  this  question 
it  rests  npoii  this  ground:  That  a  contract  or  agreement  of 
some  kind  existed  between  Barnard  and  Ec]monds,  entered 
into  Some  time  in  the  year  1867;  that  this  continued  in  exist- 
ence down  to  and  some  time  into  the  period  of  Mr.  Edmonds' 
administration,  it  it  does  not  "^till  eontinne. 

The  object  of  isking  the  question  primarily,  or  in  the  first 
place,  was  to  show  the  rharicter  of  these  acts.  It  was  but  an 
expeditious  way  of  e\plaining  what  these  acts  were. 

Of  course  we  do  not  cliim  that  the  Commissioner  is  bound 
by  any  acts  of  ht»  present  Deputy  which  were  committed 
before  he  went  into  his  officL  but  simply  so  far  as  he  knows 
what  those  acts  aie  while  he  has  been  in  office,  must  he  be 
lield  responsible  for  them  W  e  shall  also  claim  that  the  present 
Commissioner,  as  I  hive  alrexdy  stated,  and  has  been  said  by 
my  co-managers  here,  u  bound  to  see  that  his  deputies,  his 
clerks,  and  the  ofticers  thtt  are  placed  under  him  by  law,  and 
selected  in  accordance  with  the  law,  perform  their  respective 
duties  under  and  in  accordance  with  the  law ;  that  he  is  res- 
ponsible for  those  acts,  and  is  bound  to  know  how  these 
officers  perform  their  duties,  As  a  matter  of  course,  if 
there  was  any  single  violation  of  law,  we  should 
not  claim  that  this  Commissioner  should  be  held  in 
this  court  to  answer  for  such  violation ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  there  is  a  series  of  violations  that  have  been  con- 
tinued ever  since  he  has  been  in  that  office,  then  we  shall  claim 
that  he  has  been  negligent  in  his  duties,  and  that  such  negli- 
gence amounts  to  misconduct  and  misfeasance  in  office.  That 
is  our  theory  of  the  case.  Whether  we  shall  be  able  to  bring 
positive  knowledge  to  this  Commissioner,  or  not,  I  cannot  state ; 
the  other  Managers  know  more  in  regard  to  that  matter  than 
I.  But  if  we  show  that  this  man,  Barnard,  has  been  sjsteraatic- 
57 
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ally  violating  the  law  for  the  pafit  eighteen  months,  we  submit 
it  would  be  a  question  which  might  well  be  left  to  a  jury,  or 
any  court,  whether  a  tnowlcdge  of  these  facts  might  not  be 
presumed  on  his  part. 

Now,  so  far  as  this  stuthority  which  has  been  read  ia  con- 
cerned, I  have  a  single  comment  to  make  upon  it.  The 
learned  author,  of  course,  is  high  authority  in  every  court, 
and  hie  adjudications,  his  remarks,  his  commentaries,  and  all 
that  he  says,  and  all  that  he  has  said,  are  worthy  of  attention ; 
but  the  clause  from  which  the  gentleman  has  quoted  is  not 
referring  to  this  character  of  conduct.    He  goes  on  to  say; 

"What  are  impeachable  offenses?  They  are  'treason, 
bribery,  or  other  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors.'  For  the 
definition  of  treason,  resort  may  be  had  to  the  Constitution 
itself;  but  for  the  definition  of  bribery,  resort  is  naturally  and 
necessarily  had  to  the  common  law;  for  that,  as  the  common 
basis  of  all  our  jurisprudence,  can  alone  furnish  the  proper 
exposition  of  the  nature  and  limits  of  this  offense.  The  only 
practical  question  is,  What  are  to  be  deemed  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanors  ?  Now,  neither  the  Constitution  nor  any  stat- 
ute of  the  United  States  has  in  any  manner  defined  any  crimes 
except  treason  and  bribery,  to  be  high  crimes  and  misdemean- 
ors, and  as  such  impeachable.  In  what  manner,  then,  are  they 
to  be  ascertained?  Is  the  silence  of  the  statute-book  to  be 
deemed  conclusive  in  favor  of  the  party,  until  Congress  have 
made  a  legislative  declaration  and  enumeration  of  the  offenses 
which  shall  be  deemed  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  ?" 

Now,  it  is  evident  from  the  remark  with  which  Judge  Story 
commences,  that  he  was  speaking  only  in  regard  to  crimes; 
but  the  question  proposed  here  has  no  reference  whatever  to 
crimes.  It  may  be  a  violation  of  the  law,  but  it  does  not 
come  within  the  category  of  criminal  otfensea.  It  is  merely 
misfeasance  or  malfeasance  in  otfice.  Malfeasance  or  misfeas- 
ance may  sometimes  be  a  crime ;  but  we  do  not  claim  that  the 
conduct  with  which  we  charge  Mr.  Barnard  constitutes  a 
eriminal  charge  against  him. 
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The  author  goes  on  to  say, — 1  Story  ou  the  Constitution, 
79'?:  "  Again,  there  are  many  offenses,  purely  political,  which 
have  been  held  to  be  within  the  reach  of  parliamentary  im- 
peachments, not  one  of  which  ia  in  the  slightest  manner 
alluded  to  in  our  statute-book.  And,  indeed,  political  offenses 
are  of  so  various  and  complex  a  character,  so  utterly  incapable 
of  being  defined  or  classified,  that  the  task  of  positive  legisla- 
tion would  be  impracticable,  if  it  were  not  almost  absard  to 
attempt  it;"  still  showing  that  the  author  was  speaking  of 
crimes  and  offenses  which,  though  connected  with  the  office, 
were  purely  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

Then,  it  is  asked,  and  I  am  not  aware  whether  the  gentleman 
was  reading  or  whether  it  was  his  own  remark,  bat  at  all 
events,  it  was  based  upon  good  sense,  that  would  it  not 
be  strange  that  one  court  should  be  in  a  position  to  find  that 
conduct  impeachable  which  another  court  may  entirely  refuse 
to  £nd  impeachable  ? 

Now,  so  far  as  crimes  are  concerned,  so  far  as  niisdemeauors 
are  concerned,  especially  those  of  a  technical  character,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  question  may  be  propounded  with  a 
great  deal  of  force ;  aud  the  rule  is,  so  far  as  relates  to  that  class 
of  cases,  that  courts  of  impeachment  act  upon  the  same  basis 
exactly  as  in  criminal  jurisdictions;  thasif  an  officer  commits  a 
murder,  there  is  no  question  bat  what  this  Court,  if  that  question 
were  before  it,  would  decide  upon  the  same  ground,  and  would 
define  murder  in  the  same  way  that  a  court  of  criminal  juris- 
diction would  define  it.  If  it  was  highway  robbery,  or  larceny, 
this  Court  would  define  it  in  the  same  way,  but  as  to  a  ease  of 
misconduct  in  office  there  must  bo  a  large  discretion  left  for 
the  judgment  of  the  court.  It  would  not  be  impossible,  nor 
would  it  be  improbable,  that  one  court  might  deem  that  mis- 
conduct in  office  which  anotlter  court  might  not  so  regard. 
Sow,  there  ia  a  wide  distinction  between  this  class  of  cases, 
and  the  question  proposed  to  be  asked  the  witness  as  to  that  con- 
tract. That  goes  to  the  question  of  misconduct  in  office,  hut  it 
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does  not  affect  the  position  of  the  respondent  here  as  a  man 
charged  with  a  criminal  offense.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  we 
submit  that  the  question  is  a  proper  one  to  be  brought  before  this 
Court,  in  order  that  the  Senators  may  Ece  precisely  the  entire 
scope  of  the  transactions  which  have  been  carried  on  in  this 
office  between  Mr.  Barnard  and  outside  parties  duSTing  the  time 
that  this  officer  has  held  his  office. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  Honorable  Managers  wish  to 
say  anything  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  do  not  think  the  counsel  for  the 
respondent  fully  understand  the  statement  that  I  made  when 
the  objection  was  raised  to  the  question,  and  we  were  asked 
what  we  expected  to  prove  by  this  witness.  We  expect  to 
prove  that  some  time  in  1867  orl868j — I  will  not  be  certain  as 
to  the  time, — that  this  witness  commenced  to  look  lands  with 
Mr.  Barnard;  that  Mr.  Barnard  was  interested  in  the  lands 
that  he  was  looking ;  and  that  they  were  withheld  from  sale 
until  the  lands  could  be  sold  or  the  minntes  disposed  of  to 
other  parties,— they  to  share  in  the  profits ;  that  this  was  con- 
tinued right  along, — a  continuous  transaction  into  the  admin- 
istration of  Mr.  Edmonds, — and  a  large  amount  of  lands 
selected  in  the  same  manner  after  Mr.  Edmonds  came  into 
office ;  and  we  expect  to  show  such  a  state  of  facts  as  that  we 
believe  this  Court  will  be  waiTanted  in  coming  to  a  conclusion, 
and  finding  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Mr.  Edmonds  had  knowl- 
edge of  these  transactions  at  the  time  of  and  previous  to  his 
making  Mr.  Barnard  his  Deputy,  If  we  show  this  state  of 
facts  it  seems  to  me  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  abont  the 
admissibility  of  the  testimony. 

I  concede  that  we  are  not  here  to  impeach  Mr.  Pritchard  ; 
we  are  not  here  to  impeach  Mr.  Barnard,  We  are  here  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  we  do  not  expect,  nor  do 
we  propose  to  seek  for,  the  introduction  of  any  testimony 
except  that  which  we  believe  is  pertinent  to  the  issue  raised  in 
this  case.    It  seems  to  me,  if  we  show  such  a  state  of  facts  as  I 
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have  intimated,  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  admissibility 
of  the  testimony. 

So  far  as  the  question  goes,  which  was  raised  by  counsel,  I 
understand  the  rale,  and  the  authority  laid  down  iu  the  difFtT- 
ent  cases,  to  he  that  the  Senate  is  the  solo  judge  as  to  what  are 
crimes  and  misdemeanors  under  the  Constitution ;  they  are 
the  sole  judges  of  what  constitutes  corrupt  conduct  in  office ; 
and  if  this  kind  of  testimony  is  to  be  excluded,  aa  a  matter  of 
coarse,  it  will  be  with  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  that  we  may 
he  able  to  establish  the  fact  that  Mr.  Edmonds  kept  these 
clerks  in  his  oflice,  with  the  knowledge  of  the  prior  transac- 
tions, and  with  the  knowledge  that  they  were  to  be  continued. 
We  have  already  shown  by  the  testimony  in  tiiis  case,  that  land 
has  been  withheld,  to  the  detriment  of  the  State,  and  contrary 
to  law,  and  we  expect,  by  this  testimony,  to  show  that  it  was 
done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  Mr.  Edmonds,  and 
with  the  fall  knowledge  of  the  prior  transactions,  and  the 
transactions  in  this  office ;  and  that  large  amounts  of  land 
have  been  withheld  in  the  same  way  and  in  the  same  manner, 
as  in  town  3%  north,  3  west ;  and  it  seems  to  me,  if  we  shall 
also  show  that  to  be  the  fact,  there  can  be  no  question  as  to 
the  admissibility  of  the  testimony, 

I  know  the  counsel  for  the  respondent  is  very  technical  in 
this  case,  and  I  suppose  that  is  the  way  he  wants  to  try  this 
ease. 

What  we  want  is,  to  have  the  facts  of  the  ease,  so  you  may 
judge  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  removed 
from  office ;  and  I  maintain  that  that  is  the  only  question  here. 
For  this  offense  you  cannot  touch  his  property,  or  his  person,  so 
that  the  sole  question  is,  Shall  he  remain  in  that  office  ? 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  some  authority  on  that  ques- 
tion.   I  read  from  the  American  Law  Register,  page  Hii: 

"It  is  absurd  to  say  that  impeachment  is  here  a  mode  of 
procedure  for  the  punishment  of  crime,  when  the  Constitution 
declares  ita  object  to  be  temoTal  from  and  disqualification  to 
hold  office,  and  that  'the  party  convicted  shall  nevertheless  be 
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liable  and  subject  to  indictment,  trial,  .judgment,  and  pimiBh- 
ment  according  to  law '  for  his  crimes." 

"  Impeachment  is  a  proceeding  purely  of  a  political  nature. 
It  is  not  so  much  designed  to  punish  tlie  offender  as  to  secare 
the  State.  Ic  touches  neither  his  person  or  his  property,  but 
simply  divests  him  of  his  political  capacity." 

That  is  further  than  we  propose  to  go  here,  and  further  than 
■we  can  go,  because  we  cannot  divest  him  of  his  political 
capacity;  because  Mr.  Edmonds,  should  he  be  impeached, 
could  be  re-elected  to  office,  and  yon  cannot  find  any  law  that 
says  he  cannot  be. 

Senator  Briggs— What  hook  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — -The  6th  Vol.,  American  Law  Regis- 
ter. I  think  it  is  an  article  read  by  Judge  Lawrence  of  the 
State  of  Ohio. 

"With  these  landmarks  to  guide  them,  our  fathers  adopted  a 
Constitution,  under  which  ofBcial  malfeasance  and  nonfeasance, 
and,  in  some  cases,  misfeasance  may  be  the  subject  of  impeach- 
ment, although  not  made  criminal  by  Act  of  Congress,  or  so 
recognized  by  the  common  law  of  England  or  of  any  State  of 
the  Union.  They  adopted  impeachment  as  a  means  of  remov- 
ing men  from  office  whose  misconduct  imperils  the  public 
safety,  and  renders  them  unfit  to  occupy  official  position, 

"All  this  is  supported  by  the  elementary  writers,  both 
English  and  American,  on  parliamentary  and  common  law; 
by  the  English  and  American  usage  in  cases  of  impeachment ; 
by  the  opinions  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitation  ;  bycotem- 
poraneous  construction,  all  uncontradicted  by  any  author, 
authority,  case,  or  jurist,  for  more  than  three-quarters  of  a 
century  after  the  adoption  of  th«  Constitution." 

We  claim  this  under  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Micti- 
igan. 

Curtis,  in  his  History  of  the  Constitution,  says : 

"Although  an  impeachment  may  involve  an  inquiry  wliether 
a  crime  against  any  positive  law  has  been  committed,  ijet  it  is 
not  necessarily/  a  trial  for  crime,  nor  is  there  any  necessity,  in 
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the  case  of  crimes  committed  by  public  officers,  for  the  insti- 
tution of  aay  speciiil  proceeding  for  the  inflictiou  of  the  puu- 
isbment  prescribed  by  the  laws,  since  they,  like  all  other  per- 
sons, are  amenable  to  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of 
justice,  in  respect  of  offenses  against  positive  law.  The  pur- 
poses of  an  impeachment  lie  wholly  iPi/ond  the  penalties  of  the 
statute  or  the  cuttomary  law.  The  object  of  the  proceeding  i> 
to  ascertain  whether  cause  exists  for  removing  a  pubUc  officer 
from  office." 

Senator  Moffatt — I  will  ask  if  the  time  is  not  up,  under 
rule  XVII  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  not.  T!ie  Honorable  Counsel 
have  occupied  twenty-five  minutes. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — The  true  inquiry  -which  we  desire  to 
impress  is,  whether  there  is  siiffieient  cause  to  remove  Mr. 
Edmonds  from  ofBee,  or  whether  there  is  not. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — -I  would  like  to  occupy  the  other 
five  minutes. 

The  Presiding  OiBcer — The  Manager  has  the  right. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — In  support  of  the  position  I 
took  beForc,  that  this  testimony  is  admissible  under  the 
fourth  article,  and  sustains  the  theory,  I  will  read  a  sentence 
or  two  from  3d  Eoseou's  Criminal  Evidence,  page  416,  which 
is  all  I  have  time  to  read : 

"  The  existence  of  the  conspiracy  may  be  established  either, 
aa  above  stated,  by  evidence  of  the  acts  of  third  persons,  or  by 
evidence  of  the  acts  of  the  prisoner,  or  of  any  other  with  whom 
he  is  attempted  to  be  connected,  coneurriug  together  at  the 
same  time  and  for  the  same  object.  And  here,  says  Mr.  East, 
the  evidence  of  a  eonspiraoy  is  more  or  less  strong  according 
to  the  publicity  or  privacy  of  the  object  of  such  concnrrence, 
and  the  greater  or  lees  degree  of  similarity  in  the  means  em- 
ployed to  effect  it.  The  more  secret  the  one  and  the  greater 
coincidence  in  the  other,  the  stronger  is  the  evidence  of  con- 
spiracy.   1  East,  P.  0.  97  (1)." 
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Article  IV  charges  the  respondent  with  entering  into  a  con- 
spiracy with  one  Patrick. 

[Mr,  Manager  Groavenor  read  Art.  IV,  as  follows :] 

"  That  said  Charles  A.  Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OfBee,  nnmindfu!  of  the  high  and  responsible  duties  of 
his  office,  and  of  his  oath  of  office,  on  the  first  day  of  June, 
1871,  in  the  said  Land  Office,  at  Lansing,  in  the  county  of 
Ingham,  and  on  divers  other  days  and  times  during  his  official 
term  at  Lansing,  aforesaid,  did  unlawfully  conspire  witli  one 
"William  G.  Patrick,  and  divers  other  persons  nnknowu,  fraud- 
ulently to  withhold  from  sale,  and  mark,  or  cause  to  be  marked 
as  sold,  large  quantities  of  State  lands,  for  the  beoeflt  of  said 
conspirators,  in  fraud  of  other  bona  fide  purchasers  and  settlers, 
■with  the  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  such  bona  fide  purchasers 
and  actual  settlers,  and  all  others  who  might  wish  to  purchase 
the  same. 

"And  in  pursuance  of  said  conspiracy  the  said  Chai-les  A. 
Edmonds  did  mark,  or  cause  to  be  marked,  in  said  office,  on 
the  plat  hooks  thereof,  as  sold,  large  tracts  of  land  that  were 
not  sold,  by  which  Edmonds,  his  deputy,  and  clerks  in  office 
corruptly  received  large  auras  of  money;  and  said  Charles  A. 
Edmonds,  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office,  was  guilty 
of  corrupt  conduct  in  office,  a  violation  of  his  oath  of  office, 
and  a  great  fraud  upon  the  people  of  this  State." 

Now,  if  this  testimony  tends  to  establish  a  conspiracy  made 
as  early  as  1861',  and  we  continue  the  said  acts,  or  similar  acts 
and  transactions,  down  to  the  office  of  this  respondent,  and  he, 
knowing  the  agreement  between  these  parties  connected  with 
it  from  time  to  time,  did  consent  to  such  an  arrangement,  con- 
tinuing the  same  practices  in  his  office,  we  say  he  has 
assented  to  the  transaction,  and  is  one  of  the  conspirators. 
And  this  testimony  is  preliminary,  and  is  brought  to  show 
establishment  of  the  practice,  as  early  as  1867,  to  withhold 
large  quantities  of  land  from  the  market  for  the  benefit  of 
whoever  might  have  been  concerned,  and  that  the  practice 
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then  continned  into  his  administration  was  indorsed  and  acted 
on  by  him. 

Mr.  Shipman-— Mr.  President,  one  object  we  bad  in  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  matter  was  that  they  might 
see  where  we  were  drifting.  We  thought  we  were  gradually 
going  away  from  the  proper  constitutional  boundaries,  and  it 
was  proper  to  call  attention  to  the  old  landmarlcs  that  we 
might  see  where  we  were  being  taken. 

One  object  has  been  accomplished.  Now  this  evidence  is 
in  answer  to  this  question ; 

"What  was  the  arrangement  between  you  and  Mr.  Barnard 
in  reference  to  the  lands  ?" 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  at  all  technical  in  this  matter,  or 
have  been  thus  far  so,  we  have  done  just  what  we  did  not 
intend  to  do.  We  have  submitted  to  having  questions  pnt 
which  were  very  leading,  and  the  repetition  of  questions 
which  had  already  been  answered,  and  I  might  almost  say 
gone  as  far  as  to  haye  the  answers  put  in  the  mouths  of  the 
witnesses ;  and  have  endeavored  not  to  make  technical  objec- 
tions. Perhaps  we  have  failed,  and  are  subject  to  the  censure 
which  the  Honorable  Manager  has  seen  fit  to  impose  upon  ns; 
if  we  have  we  will  try  and  do  better  in  the  future. 

Now,  if  they  seek  to  show  that  lands  have  been  withheld 
from  sale,  and  the  marks  of  Mr.  Edmonds  show  it, — if  you 
propose  to  show  that  he  knew  of  this  aiTangemenfc  that 
existed  in  1868  between  Mr.  Barnard  and  Mr,  Bnsh,— we  do 
not  object  to  that  question  being  asked.  Thej  do  not  propose 
to  ask  tlidt,  and  we  objected  to  their  asking  for  facts  which 
tliey  do  not  propose  to  bring  knowledge  in  some  way  to  the 
respondent.  It  is  quite  evident  that  they  do  not  propose  to 
bring  the  knowledge  home  to  the  respondent.  They  are  going 
to  show  a  state  of  circumstances  whereby  he  must  have 
known  it.  We  will  give  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  and 
not  .^hnt  it  out;  we  will  let  in  what  occurred  in  his  term  of 
58 
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office.  Let  ns  not  take  in  what  occurred  before ;  we  have  got 
all  we  want  to  do  to  take  what  has  transpired  since. 

In  regard  to  the  aiithority  cited  by  Mr.  Lawrence,  in  the 
American  Law  Eegister  644,  it  is  the  same  as  in  the  Benja- 
min Butler  speech,  in  the  first  volume  of  the  inipeaehment 
trial  of  Andrew  Johnson,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  instances. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  find  a  brief  against  that  position  made 
by  the  Managers.  They  are  in  the  House  proceedings — the 
reports  of  the  committee  in  the  House — in  the  same  matter 
There  is  also  a  brief  made  by  Mr.  Wilson  in  Iowa;  a  person 
who  had  no  sympathy  with  Johnson,  but  exactly  on  the  oppo- 
site side.  Another  brief  will  also  he  found,  which  is  taken  ont 
of  that,  and  published  as  authority. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  same  book, — American  Jjaw 
Eegister,  page  265,  and  yon  will  find  there  an  authority  exactly 
the  opposite.  Without  reading  it,  I  will  simply  call  attention 
to  jtand  quote  two  lines:  "While  the  irregular  cases  upon  the 
subject  are  few,  the  rule  that  a  true  ei-ime  must  have  been 
committed,  is  settled  beyond  dispute." 

The  language  in  the  article  I  have  once  before  called  atten- 
tion to,  prepared  by  Theodore  W.  Dwight  as  a  lecturer  to  the 
Columbia  College  and  Law  School. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — What  do  you  understand  by  true 
crime? 

Mr.  Shipman — I  understand  the  words  in  their  ordinary  sig- 
nification; that  it  means  an  offense, — an  act  prohibited  by  law, 
and  which  the  law  would  not  permit  him  to  do. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Under  the  statute  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Yes,  under  the  statute.  Kow,  when  you 
talk  of  corrupt  conduct  in  ofiice,  that  is  another  thing,  and  what 
is  that  ?  We  can  very  easily  get  at  it  by  looking  at  Bonvier's 
liBW  Dictionary,  under  "Corruption:"  "An  act  done  with 
the  intent  to  give  some  advantage  inconsistent  with  official 
dnties  and  the  rights  of  others." 

The  words  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  I  think,  mean  crimes 
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and  misdemeanors  as  they  are  understood  by  law.  The  objee- 
tioa  to  tbia  question  is,  that  it  is  too  broad,  it  goes  too  far;  ifc 
ia  not  a  matter  that  they  propose  to  bring  to  tlie  knowledge  of 
the  reepondent,  and,  therefore,  we  object  to  it,  leayiug  them  to 
renew  the  question  as  to  what  transpired  diiitng  bis  term  of 
office.  If  they  propose  to  connect  him  with  it,  we  do  not 
object. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is,  Whether  the  ques- 
tion proposed  by  Manager  Huston  be  put  to  the  witness? 
Those  of  you  in  favor  of  allowing  the  question  to  be  put  to 
the  witness  willj  aa  your  names  are  called,  say  Aye;  those 
opposed.  No.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  with  the  following  result ; 
YEAS. 


Mr.  Alexander, 

Mr. 

Jenks, 

Mr. 

Sbeley, 

Ball, 

Mami, 

Stoddard, 

Begok, 

Moffalt, 

Storrs, 

Desl#r, 

Keasmith, 

Waterburv, 

Gay, 

Putnam, 

Wheeler,  ' 

Hannahe, 

NAYS. 

1(3 

Mr.  Barter, 

Mr 

.  Eomeyn, 

Mr 

.  President 

Briggs, 

Stoekbridge, 

pro  tm)i.. 

Price, 

Wliite, 

Priitzmaii, 

Wilcox, 

!) 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  yeas  being  16  and  tlie  nays  9, 
the  objection  is  overruled ;  the  question  may  be  asked. 

W.   C.   BUSH,    RECALLED. 

William  C.  Bush  recalled  and  examination  continued  by 
Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — The  Secretary  will  read  the  question. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question  as  follows : 

"  What  was  Ihe  arrangement  between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Barnard  in  regard  to  the  land  ?" 

Witness-In  the  fall  of  180r  and  the  winter  of  1868, 1  had 
aa  arrangement  to  look  over  19  and  20  north,  3  west. 
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Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  ? 

A.  Those  arrangements — that  was  the  first  I  had  ia  the 
Land  Office — I  was  to  look  over  the  land  and  report  the  same. 

Q.  Eeport  to  whom  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Barnard,  and  I  did  so. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  about  entering  the  land,  if 
any? 

A.  Well,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  lands.  All  I  was  to 
do  with  tlioee  lands  was  to  look  them  and  report. 

Q.  That  was  all  the  arrangement  you  had  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir.  That  was  all  the  arrangement  that  I  had, — 
that  I  was  to  be  paid  for. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  arrangements  subsequent  to  that  time '; 

A.  I  had  some  small  lots  to  look  in  different  places  in  the 
State. 

Q.  Can  you  state  when  ? 

A.  I  had  Bome  small  doings  in  the  summer  of  1868. 

Q.  Whereabouts  were  those  lands  that  you  looked  in  1868  ? 

A.  My  recollection  don't  point  to  any  other,  I  looked  at 
some  small  pai'Cels  where  I  had  other  work  to  do.  I  don't 
remember  any  amount  of  any  other  transaction  until  1860  or 
18'?0. 

Q,  In  1860  ? 

A.  In  1869  and  'TO  1  was  to  look  up  a  tract  ranging  from 
8  north  to  12  north,  and  from  1  to  10  west. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  loot  them  up  ? 

A.  I  looked  them  up  and  reported  on  a  few,  and  I  didn't  get 
any  pay  as  agreed,  and  I  sold  the  balance, 

Q.  Who  did  you  report  to  ? 

A.  I  reported  to  Mr.  Barnard, 

Q,  Will  you  look  at  that  letter  [showing  witness  a  paper  ]  ? 
Do  you  know  the  handwriting? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  I  do. 

Q.  Whose  is  it  ? 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — I  desire  to  introduce,  Mr.  Pi-esident, 
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this  letter  in  evidence.    It  is  dated  January  31st,  1871.    If 
there  is  no  objection,  I  will  read  the  letter. 
The  letter  is  as  follows : 

[exhibit  d.  ] 

MiCHi&AN  State  Land  Office,  } 
Lansing,  Jan.  31, 1872.  \ 

W.  0.  Bush,  Esq.,  Saginaw  dm,  M.: 

D'a  Sir — Yours  received.  The  land  on  sec.  33, 18  N.,  3 
W.,  and  the  N.  W.  i  of  N.  W.  i— 32— 18  K— 3  W.,  has  been 
applied  for  by  E.  Hall, — so  you  cannot  get  it. 

I  have  your  17  tax  deeds  here,  with  $6.15  charges.  What 
shall  I  do  with  them  ? 

I  do  not  want  Mr.  Eipley  to  liave  anything  on  the  plats  I 
gaTC  you  east  of  Saginaw, 

Look  everything  carefully  along  the  Port  Huron  and  Flint 
B.  E.,  and  in  Lapeer  and  Tuscola  counties. 

I  want  everything  that  is  worth  taking,— all  reserved  lands, 
licenses,  or  forfeited  lands, 

I  want  4,000  acres,  if  you  can  find  that  amount,  and  will 
see  that  you  are  paid  for  looking,  if  you  will  come  here  directly 
after  looking,  and  keep  away  from  Ripley. 

Yours  truly, 
\Vm.  a.  BARNARD. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]  Are  you  acquainted 
with  the  handwriting  in  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whose  is  it 't 

A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston^Here  is  another  letter  of  Mr.  Barnard's 
that  is  also  in  1871,  that  I  offer  and  will  read.  The  letter  is  as 
follows ; 

[exhibit  e.] 

State  of  Michigan,  State  Land  Office,  1 
Lansing,  April  17, 1871.  \ 

W.  C.  Bwh,  Saginaw  my,  M.  : 
D'b  Sir — I    send,  to-day,  plats    of   the   Alpena  country, 
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for  all  towns  I  think  worth  looking,  with  lands  once  reserved 
or  applied  for  checked  in  blue. 

I  wish  you  would  look  each  town  carefully  for  scattering 
lots  of  pine;  if  you  can  get  eight  hundred  or  a  thousand 
acres,  I  can  reaerve  ifc  on  contract  until  we  can  sell  it,  and 
make  something  out  of  it.  Do  not  sell  to  any  one  in  Alpena 
— report  direct  to  me. 

E,  Hall  says  he  shall  probably  see  you  again  soon  in  Sagi- 
naw City,  and  will  talk  with  you  again  about  the  lS-3  lands. 
Can  you  locate,  anywhere  in  the  State,  3,000  acres  of  good 
black  ash  lands  ?    If  so,  we  can  sell  it.    Let  me  know  at  once. 
Very  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 

Q,  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]  Whose  handwitiug  is 
that? 

A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows: 
[exhibit  f.] 

State  Land  Office,    ) 
Lansing,  March  G,  1871.  \ 
W.  C.  Bash,  E»g.,  Saginaw  fjity,  M. : 

D'k  Sir — Yours  of  Saturday,  with  proof,  etc.,  received.  I 
have  made  application  for  the  two  forties  in  7-14  E. ;  will  send 
patents  as  soon  as  I  can  get  them. 

Mr.  Hall  was  here  Saturday  and  consented  to  hold  the  two 
forties  in  18  N.,  3  W.,  and  the  fraction  in  19  N.,  3  W.,  until  he 
could  see  you  and  make  some  arrangements  with  you  for  them. 
He  said  be  would  keep  tbem  until  he  saw  you,  and  talked  of 
trying  to  get  some  descriptions  of  you  that  ho  thinks  you  own. 
\"ery  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]     Whose  handwriting 
is  that? 
A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 
Mr.  Manager  Hneton  read  the  letter,  as  follows: 
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[i;xinn[T  G.] 

State  of  Michiqan,  State  Land  Offce,  ) 
Lansing.  April  2-5, 1871.  f 

W.  G.  ^Ksft,  S»q.,  bagimw  Ctly,  M 

D'e  Sir — I  have  haJ  the  lands  in  11  N.,  13  E.,  reserved 
for  you  in  E.  Hall'o  name,  ?o  yon  can  sell  tliem  if  yon  wish. 

I  cannot  possibly  raise  any  money  at  present  to  help  look 
the  Alpena  land.  E  Hal!  thought  if  he  conkl  see  you  he  could 
make  some  ai'rangement  with  yon,  and  wished  me  to  say  that 
he  would  furnish  you  money  for  expenses,  if  the  land  waa 
properly  looked  and  reserved  on  his  contract.  I  might  per- 
haps get  you  some  scrip  to  apply  towards  looking  the  land,  or 
yon  might  sell  some  of  the  Tuscola  lands  to  raise  means. 
Very  truly, 

W.  A.  BAENAED. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter."]     Whose  is  that  ? 
A,  Mr,  Barnard's  writing. 
Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows : 
[exhibit  h.] 
State  of  Michigak,  State  Lakd  Office,  ) 
Lansing,  June  SI,  1870,         \ 
W.  0.  Bush,  Esq.,  Sag.   City,  Mich  : 

Dear  Sir — I  reeeiTed  yonr  letter  Satui-day,  hut  have  heen 
out  of  town  until  to-day.  I  find  that  the  taxes  on  S.  E.  J  of 
S.  W.  i  15,-17  N.  4  "W.,  have  heen  paid.  Your  patent  for 
the  80  will  be  ready  to-morrow,  and  I  will  try  and  send  yonr 
plats  with  it.  I  will  try  and  sell  the  10  N. — 7  W.  lands,  or 
you  get  some  one  to  furnish  scrip  and  locate  them  with  me, — 
if  so  I  will  make  it  all  right  with  you. 

If  I  locate  them  I  shall  want  to  do  it  in  yonr  name,  and 
have  yon  assign  the  certificates. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  A.  EARNAED. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter,]     "Whose  handwriting 
is  that? 
A,  Mr,  Barnard's. 
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Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  Ibllows : 
[EXHIBIT  I.] 

State  Land  Office,     i 
Laming,  March  19,  1870.  f 
W.  G.  Busit,  Esq.,  Sasinato  Oily,  Mich.: 

Dear  Sie: — I  inclose  diagram  of  Sec.  16, — 14  jST,,  4  E,,  anil 
wish  you  would  look  ifc  for  me  and  see  if  it  is  good. 

It  is  near  the  plank  road  and  I  think  there  is  a  road  on  the 
west  side  of  the  section — and  there  has  been  some  iuqniry 
about  it  lately — look  it  and  tell  me  which  is  the  best.     I  have 
marked  that — that  is  vacant — and  think  it  is  good  fanning 
land.    If  so,  I  want  the  best  of  it — look  it  as  soon  as  yon  can. 
I  will  send  yon  plats  of  licensed  lands  east  of  Saginaw  by 
the  time  you  get  the  fo'f  h't  lands  near  St.  Charles  looked. 
There  is  considerable  is  13,  C  E.,  that  ought  to  be  good. 
Yours  traly, 

A¥m.  a.  BARNAKD. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]   Whose  handwritiiig  is 
that? 
A.  Mr.  Baruai-d's, 
Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  folloivs: 

[exhibit  .t.] 

State  Lasd  Office,     '; 
Lansing,  December  7(h,  1870.  \ 
Wm.  0.  Bush,  Sagtuaw  (My,  M.  : 

Deak  Sie — I  enclose  plat  of  9  N.,  1  W.,  Gratiot  county, 
showing  names  on  licensed  lands,  and  lands  ruled  i-ed  reserved 
by  Nichols  Peacock,  and  land  niled  blue  reserved  by  Luther 
SmitJi. 

These  lands  are  black  ash  bottoms,  and  will  be  valuable  for 
timber  and  for  farming.  I  want  them  carefully  looked,  so  you 
can  tell  me  which  ia  the  most  valuable. 

If  you  can  go  at  once  and  look  them,  1  wish  you  would  do 
so  and  report  directly  to  me,  and  we  can  make  somethiug  out 
of  it. 
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The  west  part  of  town— say  eectioiis  5, 6,  7, 8, 1 7, 18, 19, 30,— 
have  never  beeu  siirTeyed ;  bat  I  think  if  you  have  a  good 
compass,  yon  can  run  the  land  out  near  enough  yourself.  Look 
everything  on  the  plat.  Write  me  when  you  will  be  able  to  go. 
If  you  know  of  any  swamp  lauds  that  jou  want  reserved  for 
yourself, — two  or  three  months, — send  description  and  I  will 
hold  them  for  yon.  I  have  an  arrangement  with  E.  Hall. 
Veiy  truly, 

Wm.  a.  BARNARD, 
y.   [Showing  the  witness   another  letter] — Whose   hand- 
writing is  that  ? 
A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows  -. 
[  exhibit  k.  ] 

State  of  Michigan,  State  Land  office,  | 
Lansing,  February  10,  1871.  f 

W.  C.  Bush,  Esq. : 

Deah  Sib: — I  enclose  plats  showing  everything  in  the  ranges 
yon  left  here.  There  is  not  much  north  of  16  but  vacant 
land, — except  in  19  N.,  6  AV.  I  find  about  400  acres  reserved 
to  E,  L.  Gray,  that  I  think  you  better  look.  I  think  I  can  get 
it;  also,  some  in  19  N.  7  W., — it  is  good.  Come  here  yourself 
with  it,  and  I  will  tell  you  how  to  apply  for  it. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]     Whose  handwriting 
is  that? 

A.  Mr.  Barnard's, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows : 


[EXHIBIT  L.) 

State  of  Michigan,  State  Land  Office,  i 
Lansing,  March  22,  1870.  \ 

If.  C.  Busli,  Mq.,  Sag.  CUy,  M.: 

D'r  Sir: — I  have  just  received  your  letter.    The  two  forties 
in  13  N.  9  W.  are  marked  to  Ripley^all  riglit. 
59 
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I  enclose  diagrams  of  13  N.,  6  E.,  and  14  N.,  6  B.,  reservmg 
quite  a  number  of  old  licenses  (40  acres  each),  under  the  old 
law.  I  did  not  have  time  to  put  in  the  names,  but  do  not 
think  many  of  them  are  settled.  If  you  look  them,  come  here 
and  make  the  proof.  Then  you  can  tell  which  you  can  get, 
and  will  have  no  trouble  with  Eipley.  You  should  give  him 
no  list  or  descriptions,  until  you  have  been  here  and  found  the 
lands  subject  to  sale,  and  all  right  on  our  books. 

Ripley  will  get  nearly  everything  in  the  lista  you  have 
already  furnished  him. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]     Whose  handwriting  is 
that? 
A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows: 
[exhibit  m.] 
State  of  Michigan,  State  Lakd  Office,  I 
Lansing,  December  IS,  1870.         \ 
W.  C.  Bitafi.  Saginaw  City,  M.  : 

D'r  Sir  : — Your  dispatch  came  this  morning,  and  the  lands 

in  15  N.  5  IV.  will  he  reserved  for  you,  al!  right.    I  enclose 

plats  of  the  lands  in  15  N.  5  W.  and  16  K.  4  AV.,  with  names 

of  purchasers.    Sell  the  land  for  what  it  is  worth,  if  possible. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 
Q,  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]   Whose  handwriting  in 
that? 
A.  Mr.  Eamai'ds. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  us  follows: 
[BXHI.1I  H.] 

State  of  Michioan,  State  Land  Office,  ( 
Lansing,  February  4,  1S70.  \ 

W.  C.  Ba»k,  Saginaw  CUy : 

Deae  Sik — I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  2d  and  4th. 
Enclosed  please  find  fax  statement  for  the  deecriptious  sent 
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mu.    You  ciin  purchase  State  bills  on  N".  W.  ^  of  S.  E  J  35, 
15,  6  W. 

I  send  plats  for  all  towaa  iu  ranges  15  and  1(3  northj  that  I 
thought  good.  There  are  considerable  many  lato  licenses  that 
I  did  not  think  worth  looking. 

I  was  up  to  Bay  City  last  Sunday  and  sold  the  10  N.  17  AV. 
lands.  If  the  estimates  are  correct,  the  man  is  to  pay  for  the 
minutes,  or  give  us  an  interest  in  the  land. 

If  yoa  are  going  to  sell  the  minutes  for  everything  you  look, 
I  want  to  have  some  understanding  with  you  before  I  put  yoa 
on  track  of  any  more  land.  The  lands  in  11  N.  4  W.  should 
not  have  been  put  in  Ripley's  list. 

You  have  no  proofs  here  for  the  lands  in  11  N.  4  E,  and 
some  other  descriptions  that  were  in  his  list,  and  ought  not  to 
have  given  him  the  list  as  it  was  until  it  was  perfected,  and 
the  lands  in  proper  shape  to  be  located. 

I  would  like  to  see  yon,  if  possible,  before  you  go  into  the 
woods  again. 

Yours  truly. 

W.  A.  BARNARD. 

Q,  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]  Whose  handwriting  is 
that? 

A.  Mr.  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows: 
[exhibit  q.] 

State  Land  Office,  \_ 
Lansing,  July  1,  1S70.  \ 
W.   C.  Bush.  Sagiaaic  Cit/i: 

D'k  Sik — I  received  your  letter  to-day  and  enclose  plats 
with  vacant  lands  and  licenses  marked  in  pencil. 

If  you  can  get  scrip  of  Lathrop  you  better  hold  your  plats 

until  he  gets  his  contract  accepted  so  he  can  reserve  lands,  and 

then  look  the  lands  for  yourself  and  Lathrop  instead  of  Ripley. 

I  will  lielp  you  locate  the  lands  for  an  interest  in  the  scrip, 

I  may  possibly  be  in  Saginaw  City  Monday,-— if  so,  will  try 

^nd  see  you. 

Yours  truly, 

Wm.  a.  BAEKARD. 
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Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]     Whoao  liaiidwriting 
is  that  ? 
A.  Mr,  Barnard's. 

Mr.  Manager  Iluston  read  the  k-tter,  as  follows 
[exhibit  o.] 

State  Land  Office,         ) 
Lansing,  May  25,  1S70.  f 
W.  C.  Bush,  Saginaw  Oity. 

D'rSie:  I  have  i-eeeiTod  your  letter  enclosing  proofs  of 
iibandonniont. 

There  is  nothing  in  Muskegon  or  Newaygo  that  I  know 
of  that  is  worth  looking.  I  will  look  after  the  Board  of 
Anditors  get  away,  and  I  have  more  time  for— Pine — and  if  T 
can  find  any,  will  send  it. 

Very  tmly, 

WiM.  A.  BARNARD. 
Q.  [Showing  witness  another  letter.]   Whose  handwriting  is 
that? 
A.  Capt.  Barnard's. 

\  exhibit  v.  ] 

State  of  Michigan",  State  Land  Office,  ( 
Lansing,  Aprtf  8, 1870.         I 
W.  a.  Bush.  Mq.,  Sag.  Vily,  M.  : 

D'e  Sie — When  the  water  gets  down  so  you  can  go  to  10 
N.  4  K,  I  wish  yon  would  look  at  N.  E.  i  of  S.  E.  i  20,— and 
see  if  you  can  furnish  proof  so  I  can  get  it. 

Look  it  so  yon  can  tell  me  ahout  it  when  you  come  here  to 
look  South  and  W'esh 

Yours  trulv, 

Wm.  a.  BARNARD. 

Q.  State  whether  you  looked  any  lands  in  Tuscola,  Lapeer, 
and  Sanilac  counties,  and  if  you  did,  when  it  was  ? 

A.  I  looked  lands  in  Tuscola,  Sanilac,  and  Lapeer,  in  the 
months  of  February,  March,  April,  atid  part  of  May,  ISTl. 

Q.  In  1871 ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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q.  Who  for? 

A.  "Well,  I  looked  the  lands  and  they  were  reserved  by  Mr. 
Barnard,  on  E.  Hall's  contract. 

Q.  They  were  reserved  by  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AYhat  amount '( 

A.  There  was  1,940  acres,  I  believe,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  those  lands  have  been  sold  ? 

A.  They  have  not. 

Q.  State  what  you  know  about  their  being  reserved  ? 

A.  Well,  I  find  them  reserved  this  morning. 

Q.  How  ? 

A.  They  are  reserved  at  present. 

Q.  They  are  still  reserved  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Stat«  what  you  know  in  regard  to  whether  there  has 
been  any  patents  issued  for  these  lands  to  Mr.  Hall  or  Mr. 
liarnard,  or  yourself. 

Q.  Kone  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  You  say  they  are  reserved  this  morning.  How  did  yo\i 
ascei-tain  that  fact  ? 

A.  I  find  them  marked  un  the  boobs  as  they  were  when  I 
first  had  them  reserved. 

Q.  Well,  how  are  they  mai-kcd  on  the  books  ? 

A.  With  a  simple  "  H,"  representing  Hall. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  ?  Is  that  penciled  on  the  description  ? 

A.  Penciled  on  the  dcseriptiou. 

Q.  The  lauds  that  you  looked  in  ISTO, — what  became  of 
those  ? 

A.  AVell,  I  could  not  say  as  to  what  became  of  the  lauds. 
The  lands  were  looked  and  I  made  the  report,  and  that  is  all  I 
know. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  township  19  north  and  7 
west,  and  ask  you  what  kind  of  lands  you  looked  in  that  town- 
ship for  Mr.  Barnard,  and  when  it  was  ? 

A.  Well,  I  looked  those  lands  in  the — 
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Q.  [Showing  witness  letters.]  If  there  is  anything  in  this 
package  of  papers  by  which  yon  can  refresh  yonr  memory,  you 
can  nse  these. 

A.  I  think  I  can  refer  to  them.  [Looks  at  papsrs,]  Well, 
tlie  first  time  I  went  on  to  them  was  in  Marcli,  1870. 

Q.  March,  1870  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  land,  in  19  north,  7  west  ? 

A.  19  north,  7  west ;  yes,  sir.  I  was  on  to  them  again  in 
Jnne,  1870, — May  or  June. 

Q.  What  kind  of  lands  were  those  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  they  were  pine  lands. 

Q.  Of  what  denomination? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  we  object  to  the  further  exam- 
ination of  this  witness  in  regard  to  what  took  place  in  1870  or 
helore  1871.  The  raling  of  the  Senate  wa  as  1  nd  stood  it 
that  they  may  prove  the  agreement  back  tl  d  th  n  they 

propose  to  show  what  was  done  under  that  n  nt       1871, 

or  since  the  Commissioner  came  in, — as  1 1  1  r^tan  1  Ih  offer. 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  np  any  time,  howevei  nd  flan  wrong 
in  this  then  the  examination  will  be  proper,  but  we  object  to  it 
now  with  the  light  we  have. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  one 
word.  It  must  be  patent  now  to  every  member  of  this  Court 
that  this  has  not  been  a  small  transaction;  and  the  evidence 
develops  the  fact  tl.at  the  nineteen  hundred  acres  that  we 
have  called  his  attention  to,  in  Tusoola  oonnty,  that  was 
located  in  1871,  or  rather  booked  and  reported  to  Mr.  Barnard 
in  January,  I"ebmary,  March,  and  May,  most  of  it  over  a  year 
ago,  is  still  reserved  on  the  books  in  the  ofliee ;  when  the  law  of 
this  Stale  says,  that  lands  of  that  character  that  are  reserved — as 
we  shall  show,  if  they  were  reserved  properly, — if  they  were 
reserved  upon  contracts  that  have  been  completed, — it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Commissioner  to  issne  his  patent  within  thirty 
daySj  and  to  notify  the  treasurers,  that  the   lands  might  be 
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Now,  we  have  shown,  and  we  say  now,  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
this  Commi 881  oner, — he  is  presumed  to  know  what  is  upon  the 
books  of  that  office.  Now,  if  we  go  on  and  show  that  tJiese 
lands  that  were  located  hefore  1871  are  etil!  carried  on  the 
books  in  opposition  to  the  law — contrary  to  law — and  reserved 
by  a  clerk,  in  his  interest,  who  has  no  right  under  the  statute 
to  be  directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  lands,  I  say  that 
upon  that  presumption  the  Commissioner  ia  bound  to  know 
what  is  upon  his  books ;  he  is  hound  to  know  everything  that 
appears  there.  It  is  perfectly  competent — unless  he  can  show 
by  testimony  that  he  has  been  deceived  in  some  way — it  is  per- 
fectly competent  for  us  to  follow  up  this  transaction  and  show 
that  these  lands  that  were  looked  by  this  party — and  certainly 
no  one  will  claim  that  Mr.  Barnarf,  who  was  a  clerk  in  the 
office  at  that  time,  as  the  evidence  shows,  had  a  right  to  be 
interested  in  those  lands — no  one  will  claim  that  Mr.  Barnard 
had  a  right  to  reserve  those  lands,  against  the  interest  of  the 
eitiaeijs  of  the  State;  no  member  of  this  Court,  nobody  will 
claim  but  what  this  was  all  in  violation  of  law.  Now,  if  we 
can  go  on,  Mr.  President — 

The  Presiding  Officer  [interrupting]— Let  mo  say  to  the 
Honorable  Manager,  that,  taking  the  vote  of  the  Senate  as  ex- 
pressing their  views  upon  this  question,  I  shall  overrule  the 
objection.    I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  if  it  is  required. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q  Well,  will  you  state  now,  what  amount  that  year, 
the  number  of  acres  if  yon  ean,  that  you  reported  to  Mr. 
Barnard,  in  19  north,  7  west  ? 

A,  [Witness  refers  to  memorandum.]  About  760  acres,  or 
thereabout. 

Q,  Did  yon  state  the  amount  that  you  located  in  any  other 
township  from  your  plats,  or  thiit  you  looked  and  reported  to 
Mr.  Barnard. 

A.  Wei],  I  could  not.  I  looked  a  good  deal  and  sometimes 
I  looked  part  of  a  tract  and  did  not  finish  it, — did  not  look 
the  whole, — reported  as  no  good. 
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Q.  Let  me  call  your  attentioQ  to  school  ianda  near  St. 
Charles.    Did  yon  look  there? 

A,  I  think  there  ia  no  school  lands  noar  St.  Charles  that  I 
looked.    There  i8  one  "forty"  near  Birch  Run,  I  think  that  is. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  letter.]  The  land  referred  to  in  that 
letter, — did  you  look  that  for  him  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  ia  that  ? 

A,  That  ia  a  little  northeast  of  Bay  City,  or  north  of  Bay 
City. 

Q.  How  many  acres  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  part  of  a  school  section ;  I  don't  reniemher 
exactly  how  much  it  was. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  must  speak  louder. 
There  is  too  much  confusion  in  the  chamher. 

The  Witness — I  don't  recollect,  exactly,  the  amount  there 
was  in  the  section ;  there  was  some  fractional  pieces. 

Mr.  McGowan — Won't  you  give  the  date  of  that  letter  that 
you  refer  to.,  that  we  may  identify  it  ? 

The  Witness— March  19th,  1870: 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  These  lands  in  11  north  13  east ;  what  can  you  say 
about  that  ?  [Showing  witness  another  letter.] 

A.  Those  are  some  lands  that  I  applied  for  myself. 

Mr.  McGowan— Give  the  date  of  the  last  letter? 

The  Witness— April  25th,  1871. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston ; 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper]  Tho  letter  you  have  in  your 
hands  ? 

A.  December  7th,  1870. 

Q,  State  whether  yon  looked  any  of  those  lands,  and  what 
ones? 

A.  I  looked  the  biggest  share  of  those  lands. 

Q.  How  many  acres  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  recollect  how  many  acres  there  was. 
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Q.  "Well,  as  near  as  jon  can  approximate  it  ? 

A.  There  was  some  two  or  three  tbousand  acres. 

Q.  Did  jou  look  those  lands  that  were  selected  by  E.  L. 
Gray,  or  reserved  ? 

A.  I  looked  those  lands, — j'es,  sir. 

Q,  Where  wei-e  they  ? 

A.  1!)— G. 

Q.  "What  is  the  date  of  that  letter,  [showing  witness  a  paper]? 

A.  ItisFebntary  10, 1870. 

Q.  19 — 6  ?  How  many  acres  was  there  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  some  three  or  four  hundred  acres. 

Q.  What  does  Mr.  Barnard  mean  in  that  letter,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  Ilnston,  arc  those  the  letters  that  have 
been  offered  in  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— These  are  the  same  letters, — yea,  sir. 

Q,  What  did  Mr.  Barnard  understand, — or  intend  to  have  yon 
understand,— by  saying,  after  yon  had  looked  this  land  of  Mr. 
Gray's,  that  if  yon  would  come  here  he  would  tell  yon  how  to 
apply  for  them  ?  Did  yon  learn  from  him  aftcnvarda  what  he 
meant  by  it? 

A.  No,  I  did  not  understand  it, 

Q,  Yon  do  not  understand  what  he  means  by  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  suppose  that  he  showed  me  the  form  of  appli- 
cation I  would  have  to  make  to  get  the  land. 

Q.  What  kind  of  lands  were  tliose  ? 

A.  Pino  lands. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  are  reserved  yet,  or  not '' 

A.  No,  sir,  they  are  not  reserved. 

Q.  What  became  of  them  ? 

A.  They  were  sold  that  year. 

Q.  Who  sold  them  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say,  only  from  hearsay, 

Q.  Did  Barnard  tell  yon  who  sold  them  ? 

A.  My  recollection  is  that  I  first  heard  of  them  outside  of 
Barnard. 
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Q.  Did  Barnard  tell  you  whether  lie  had  sold  them  or  not  ? 
A.  I  could  not  say  that  he  did.    There  was  some  one  in  his 
place  the  first  time  I  came  to  his  office  after  they  were  sold. 
There  was  some  oue  occupying  his  place. 
Q.  Lands  19  N.,  7  Vf., — what  hecame  of  those  'f 
A.  Those  are  the  ones  I  am  just  speaking  of.    I  do  not  know 
what  became  of  19-6  ivest. 

Q.  I  see  in  oue  of  these  letters,  Barnard  refers  to  having  gone 
down  to  Bay  City  and  sold  some  lands  in  which  yon  were  to 
share.    What  lands  were  those  ? 

A.  That  was  what  I  understood  to  be  the  19-7  lands. 

Q.  That  he  had  sold  ? 

A.  That  is  what  I  heard. 

Q.  State  what  lauds  you  understood  ho  referred  to  ? 

A.  Those  19-7  lands. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  look  any  lands  for  him  in  what  ho  calls  in 
one  of  hjs  letters  the  Alpena  country  ? 

A.  I  started  to  go,  and  got  there;  but  I  cut  my  foot  very 
badly,  and  was  laid  up  for  abont  six  weeks. 

Q.  Wlien  was  it  you  went  there  ? 

A.  In  May,  '71. 

Q.  Did  Barnard,  in  any  of  his  talks  with  yon,  in  regard  to 
these  lands,  explain  to  you  how  he  would  arrange  it  to  hold 
the  lands  ? 

A,  He  talked  to  that  effect  soyeral  times. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  ? 

A.  He  woidd  get  the  consent  of  the  contractors  and  use 
their  names  and  their  scrip,  in  order  to  hold  the  lands. 

Q.  State  how  yon  received  these  letters  ? 

A.  Through  the  postoffice. 

Q.  By  due  course  of  mail  ? 

A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  between  you  and  Barnard,  if 
any,  with  regard  to  the  expenses  of  looking  these  lands? 

A.  We  were  to  divide  the  expense  between  us. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROOEEDIN(JS  OP  THE  COURT.  475 

Q.  "What  was  it,  with  regard  to  your  time  ? 

A.  That  was  to  eome  out  of  the  lands. 

Q.  "What  was  the  arrangement  about  issuing  dteds  or  certi- 
ficates of  purchase,  or  was  not  there  any  ? 

A.  There  was  no  arrangement. 

Q,  What  was  the  arrangement  really  with  regard  to  lands  ? 

A.  They  were  to  be  held  and  sold ;  whoever  bought  them 
fchey  were  to  be  patented  to. 

Q.  There  were  not  to  be  any  patents  issued  until  they  were 
sold  to  some  parties  ? 

A.  No. 

Q,  I  will  call  your  attention  now  to  a  description  of  land 
and  have  you  tell  me  what  yon  know  abont  it;  The  west  half 
of  the  northwest  quarter  of  sec.  1,  town  19  north,  2  east  ? 

A.  That  is  the  description  I  applied  for  last  spring,  in  April. 

Q.  Where  did  you  apply  ? 

A.  I  applied  for  it  by  letter,  in  the  fii-st  place,  to  the 
State  Land  Office,  and  I  afterwards  came  to  the  ofBce  and 
found  it  marked  up  on  my  account. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  you  came  to  the  oCfiee  and  found  it 
marked  up? 

A.  It  was  in  June,  '71. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  tlieii  ? 

A.  I  applied  to  Mr,  Barnard. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation,  if  any,  between  you  and 
Barnard  in  regaled  to  this  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  spoke  to  Barnai'd  with  i-egard  to  the  land ;  fold  him  \ 
had  sold  the  lands  and  then  had  an  order  come  for  the  patents. 
I  had  sold  those  and  a  lot  of  others  to  Hall,  and  it  might  be  a 
few  days  before  Hall  would  send  for  them,  and  I  asked  bim  if 
my  account  was  all  right. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  your  account? 

A.  I  was  holding  lands  and  liad  orders  there. 

Q.  Orders  for  what  ? 

A.  For  land,  or  scrip. 
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Q,  Matured  or  unmatured  scrip. 

A,  Mine,  there,  was  unmatured  at  that  time. 

Q.  "What  did  Barnard  say  ? 

A.  He  looked  over  and  told  me  it  was  all  right,  as  far  us  he 
could  see.  I  told  him  ifc  was  not  all  right.  I  had  some  more 
dne  me,  and  I  wouJd  deposit  it. 

Q.  What  did  he  say? 

A.  He  said  it  was  all  right;  that  my  account  was  all  right, 
there. 

Q.  What  more  do  you  know  about  that  land  ? 

A.  Hall  applied  for  the  patents  very  shortly  after,  and 
received  answer  that  the  land  had  been  patented  to  eoeiebody 
else. 

Q.  To  whom — I  am  asking  now  with  regard  to  knowledge 
you  have  ascertained  from  tlie  office — whom  have  you  been 
told  at  the  office  the  lands  were  patented  to  ? 

A.  John  B.  Dwynell,  Mason. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  talk  with  Barnard  on  this  subject, 
since  the  lands  were  patented  to  Dwynell? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Since  I  got  word  from  Hal!  that  he  had  not 
got  them,  I  came  here.  JVIr.  Baniard  looked  the  records  over 
with  me,  and  my  name  was  erased  from  the  books.  There  was 
nothing  left  to  show  they  had  ever  been  reserved  to  me  before. 
Barnard  turned  me  over  to  some  clerk,  and  it  took  him  about 
two  hours  to  try  to  convince  me  my  account  was  not  right. 

Q.  What  did  Barnard  say? 

A.  That  there  must  he  some  informality  somewhere. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  Edmonds  about  this  matter? 

A.  Kfot  at  that  time. 

Q.  Kinee? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  the  Ijaud  Office  during  Edmonds' 
administration,  for  any  licensed  land,  licensed  to  actual  set- 
tlers. If  you  did,  state  when  it  was,  and  what  there  was 
about  it  ? 
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A.  I  applied  to  Edmonds.     I  think  ifc  was  in  June. 

Q.  haat  June  ? 

A,  I  am  pretty  certain  it  was  last  June  I  applied  to  Iiim 
for  a  decision  on  licensed  land, — where  the  lands  lie  remote, 
where  we  could  not  get  any  affidavit  of  nou-settlement  or 
abandonment,  for  a  decision  as  to  whether  they  con!d  he  got  any 
other  way,  hut  hy  filing  that  proof.  There  were  some  that  were 
licensed  as  far  back  as  1859,  '60,  and  '61.  I  made  this  appli- 
cation in  company  with  H.  C.  Eipley,  from  Bast  Saginaw,  for 
a  test  case.  We  liad  three  or  fonr  different  descriptions,  some 
in  1861  and  some  in  1859,  that  were  not  settled  on  at  all,  that 
lie  remote  from  settlers,  where  we  could  not  get  any  affidavits ; 
and  we  first  applied  to  Robinson,  one  of  the  clerks.  He  took 
oar  application,  our  names,  and  the  dates,  and  then  referred 
us  to  Edmonds,  and  Edmonds  talked  the  matter  over  with  ns 
some,  and  he  claimed  that  he  had  been  in  the  office  but  a 
short  time  and  he  would  leave  it  to  Porter,  and  Porter  would 
do  as  he  had  done  heretofore,  or  do  as  he  saw  fit,  at  that  time. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  ? 

A.  Porter  denied  our  claim.  He  said  he  thought  it  would 
lay  open  a  great  many  settlers  that  were  innocent. 

Q.  Why  did  he  deny  your  claim  to  any  of  the  lands  ? 

A.  He  thought  if  he  granted  onr  wish,  he  would  have  to 
everybody  else,  and  it  would  make  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and 
wrong  a  great  many  settlers. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  witliont  proposing  to  introdnca  proofs  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  proof  of  non-settlement  or  abandonment  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Was  that  the  ground  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  We  had  a  great  many  cases ;  and  we  brought 
two  or  three  cases  for  test  cases,  to  have  them  tried ;  and  we 
eame  here  for  the  purpose  of  getting  his  decision  on  that. 

Q.  That  was  while  Mr.  Porter  was  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  Porter  was  Deputy  at  the  time;  so  he  informed 
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Q.  How  many  plats  did  Barnard  send  you  at  the  time  he 
wrote  yon  the  letter  that  bears  date  the  35th  April? 

A.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  between  40  and  fiO. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  for  those  plats  ? 

A,  I  did  not  pay  anything  for  them, 

Q.  Did  you  pay  for  any  plats  he  furnished  you  during  the 
year  1871  ?    Did  he  furnish  you  any  others  in  1871  ? 

A,  I  think  I  did  get  some  few  scattering,  single  plats. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  between  you  and  Barnard 
with  regard  to  these  plats,  whether  they  were  to  be  paid  for  ? 

A.  All  there  was  said  was,  when  I  wanted  plats  to  send  for 
them  and  I  would  get  them. 

Q,  Did  Barnard,  or  any  one  else  in  the  oEBce,  call  upon  you 
for  payment,  at  any  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  your  testimony  last  Fri- 
day, about  that  date.  I-  understood  you  to  say  it  was  on  the 
first  of  May  that  you  went  into  the  office  and  demanded  u 
patent  for  Mr.  Allison  of  those  lands  in  sec.  16,  town  33  north, 
2  west.     On  reflection,  will  you  statfi  about  the  date? 

A.  I  wish  to  correct  that.  I  made  the  written  application 
on  the  30th  of  April,  about  noon. 

Q.  Where? 

A,  The  application. was  at  the  Land  Office  when  I  deposited 
the  money  for  the  land,  the  30fh  of  April. 

Q.  Last  April  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  said  these  letters  were  received  by  due  course  of  mail  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

CKOSS-EXAMIXATIOX   OF   11.   C.    HUSH. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipman : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  Barnard  '^ 

A.  Since  the  iall  of  'Gl. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  lived  in  Saginaw  City  'r 

A,  It  has  been  my  home  for  fifteen  or  sixteen  years. 
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Q.  What  has  been  your  buslDOSS  during  that  time  'i 

A.  I  have  generally  worked  in  the  Inmhering  woods  up  to 
1866. 

Q.  What  doing  ? 

A.  All  parts  of  logging. 

Q.  And  since  1866  what  has  been  your  business  ? 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  woods  looking  and  re-looking  lands. 

Q.  A  land-looker  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  generally  termed  a  land-looker. 

Q.  What  is  a  land-looker  ? 

A.  A  person  to  go  and  examine  lands,  and  report  whether 
they  are  swamp  lands  or  dry,  pine  lands,  beech  or  maple :  the 
quality  and  quantity. 

Q.  Up  to  1871,  for  whom  were  you  looking  lands  ? 

A.  A  great  many  parties. 

Q.  Whom  ? 

A.  I  have  heen  some  for  Mr.  Ripley,  and  I  have  been  some 
for  tlie  Paynes,  and  some  Eastern  parties  that  I  have  not  the 
names  of. 

Q.  Since  January,  1871  ? 

A.  Some  for  Payne,  and  some  for  Perry,  Pierce  &  Co., 
Chicago. 

Q.  Who  else  'i 

A.  I  believe  that  is  all. 

Q.  Did  you  use  to  enter  lands  yourself? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVheti  yon  were  employed  to  look  up  particular  lauds  for 
tliese  parties,  they  paid  you  for  doing  so  ''. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Since  January,  1871,  have  you  been  employed  by  Mr. 
Barnard  ? 

A.  I  will  correct  a  mistake.  Since  1873  I  have  been  for 
Payne  &  Pierce,  of  Chicago;  since  1871  I  have  done  some 
work  for  Mr.  Barnard. 

Q,  Under  the  old  arrangement,  made  before  tJiat  time  ? 

A.  Under  the  same  arrangement,    T  was  to  look  the  lands 
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and  get  half  of  what  we  made  and  take  half  the  land,  and  ]ie 
was  to  pay  half  the  expenses. 

Q.  That  was  the  arrangement  in  1870  and  18C9  ? 

A.  We  made  this  avrangement  last  spring  again.  Everj- 
time  we  took  a  new  lot, 

Q.  What  time  did  yon  nmke  the  Jirrangemen t  with  Barnard, 
md  where  F 

A.  It  was  in  the  Land  Office,  last  winter— a  year  ago  this 
last  winter — the  -winter  of  1871. 

Q.  State  exactly  what  that  arrangement  was. 

A.  I  was  to  look  the  lands. 

Q.  State  what  was  done, 

A.  I  cannot  state  all  that  was  said. 

Q.  On  that  subject  ? 

A.  Simply  to  the  effect  that  I  was  to  look  the  lands,  he 
wonld  enter  them,  and  we  were  to  pay  the  expenses  between 
BB.    That  is,  the  expenses, — ^not  the  time. 

Q.  Were  yon  to  enter  them  in  your  own  name  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  He  was  to  do  the  entering,  and  1  was  to  do  the 
looking. 

Q.  Yon  speak  of  Hall's  contract.  'J'liey  wei'e  to  be  n'servetl 
on  his  contract  ? 

A.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Q.  Did  n't  he  have  a  contract  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Calling  for  land  not  finished  ? 

A.  So  I  undei-stand. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  anything  of  the  date  of  that  arrange- 
ment you  had  with  Barnard  there  ? 

A.  I  think  I  could  get  the  date. 

Q.  Did  yon  keep  the  dates  of  all  these  little  conversations  ? 

A.  I  kept  a  memorandum  of  the  occurrences,  right  along, 
the  year  around.  I  can  get  the  time,  and  the  time  I  was  at 
Lansing.  I  have  a  memorandum  of  making  such  an  arrange- 
ment. 
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Q,  AVei-e  you  down  moi-o  tban  once  ilni-iiig  that  yeai-  ? 

A.  I  think  I  was,  sir.    I  was  down  Jiere  several  times. 

Q.  Give  me  the  dates  of  the  times  yoii  were  down  ? 

A,  I  was  down  here  the  3d  of  March.  1871. 

Q   What  other  date  ? 

A.  The  5th  day  of  April,  1871. 

Q.  Can  yon  state  any  otJier  dates  'H  What  I  am  after,  is  tlie 
date  of  the  conversation  with  Bamard  in  the  oHice,  in  regard 
to  yonr  looking  these  lands, — any  lands, 

A.  On  the  29th  of  June,  1871. 

Q.  What  date  was  it  that  you  had  your  conversation  in  the 
winter  ? 

A.  It  was  between  April  and  March,  from  the  time  I  was 
there.    Wo  had  the  aiTangement  talked  over  in  Jannary. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  about  specific  lands  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  ask  abont  lauds  in  Tuscola.  Lapeer,  or  any  other 
county  ? 

A,  We  talked  about  the  Alpena  lands  after  we  had  the  Tns- 
cola  lands  disposed  of. 

Q.  When  did  you  talk  abont  the  Tuscola  land  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say, 

Q.  Abont  the  Lapeer  lands, — was  that  in  1871  ? 

A.  It  was  the  same  time ;  the  Tuscola  and  Lapeer  land  were 
embraced  in  one  lot. 

Q.  About  the  Lapeer  lands, — do  yon  say  that  was  in  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  in  1871, — between  letters  and  conver- 
sation. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  the  conversation  was? 

A.  I  do  not,  any  more  than  I  recollect  oar  agreement;  1 
could'nfc  say  the  date  or  day. 

Q.  The  old  agreement? 

A.  We  had  no  agreement.    Every  time  we  had  anything  to 
do,  we  talked  aboiit  our  own  accounts. 
Gl 
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Q,  Tou  cleaned  wp  the  old  matters,  and  made  new  arrange- 
ments ? 

A.  We  didn't  clean  u  i  j  the  old  matters ;  we  tried  to  make 
Bome  way  to  clean  them  up. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  in  1871  about  the  lauds  ? 

A.  I  was  to  loot  the  lands  and  bear  half  the  expenses. 

Q.  And  he  bear  half? 

A.  He  bear  half— and  return  them  here  to  him.  He  was  to 
do  the  holding  and  reserving  the  lands. 

Q.  How  were  you  to  get  your  pay  ? 

A.  We  were  to  get  our  pay  out  of  the  lands  whenever  they 
were  sold. 

Q.  Those  Tuscola  and  Lapeer  lacds  were  to  be  reserved 
under  special  contract  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  Hall's  contract. 

Q.  They  were  reserved  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  looked  those  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Those  you  found  on  the  books  as  reserved, — this  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  the  biggest  part  of  them ;  some  were  sold. 

Q.  Is  that  a  completed  contract  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that. 

Q.  Did  Hall  have  an  interest  in  those  lands  ? 

A.  Kot  that  I  knew  of  then. 

Q.  Where  was  your  money  coming  from  ? 

A.  My  money  was  coming  when  the  lots  were  sold  or  trans- 
ferred to  anyone  else;  he  was  to  hold  the  lands  until  such 
times  as  they  were  sold. 

Q,  They  couldn't  be  sold  without  an  order  from  Mr.  Hall, 
could  they  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  to  that. 

Q.  When  lands  are  held  on  a  contract,  don't  you  know  that 
they  couldn't  be  sold  without  an  order  from  Mr,  Hall  ? 

A,  There  were  lands  sold  there,  that  were  marked  to  some 
one  else. 
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Q.  Don't  yon  know  that  that  was  the  rale  of  the  office  ? 

A.  The  nnderstandiog  was,  Mr.  Barnard  had  a  contract  and 
had  an  order  from  Mr.  Hall,  and  all  it  required  was  Mr. 
Barnard's  word. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  you  about  the  understanding ;  I  asked  you, 
if  that  was  the  rnle ;  I  didn't  ask  you  whether  they  lived  np  to 
it  in  this  case? 

A,  I  have  had  lands  patented,  that  I  didn't  have  an  order 
for. 

Q.  Yoa  have  done  strange  things;  I  am  not  asking  ymi 
about  that ;  I  am  only  asking  what  it  the  probable  rule  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  I  supposed  you  knew  when  lands  were  held  on  a  con- 
tract, whether  or  not  they  could  be  sold  without  an  order  from 
the  conti-aetor  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  This  was  in  1871,  you  say  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  tliis  ran  back  to  1867,— in  1868  and  18G9.  You  say 
yott  looked  some  lands  you  did  n't  get  paid  for  P 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When? 

A.  In  1869, 1870,  and  1871. 

Q.  He  went  back  on  you,  did  he  ? 

A.  It  seems  he  did. 

Q.  In  1868, 1869, 1870,  what  was  Mr.  Barnard's  jxisttion  in 
the  office  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  draughtsman. 

Q.  lie  was  a  clerk  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yonr  correspondeDCO  was  with  Mr,  Barnard  ? 

A.  My  correspondence  was  with  Mr.  Barnard. 

Q.  You  did  n't  write  to  General  Pritchard  ? 

A.  Very  seldom. 
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Q.  Did  you  get  any  letters  from  General  Pritcliard  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  got  any  from  him  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  letters  from  Pritchard  about  Mr,  Bar- 
nard reserving  the  land  ? 

A,  None  at  all. 

Q.  Or  Edmonds  either? 

A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  write  to  Mr.  Edmonds  about  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  Mr,  Edmonds  or  Mr. 
Pritchard,  about  any  arrangement  of  yourself  with  Mr.  Bar- 
nard? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  yon  not  ? 

A.  It  wa-s  not  my  business  to  do  so, 

Q.  Did  yon  not  know  you  had  no  business  to  be  getting- 
lands  from  a  clerk  in  that  way  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  whether  I  had  or  not. 

Q.  Still  yon  said  nothing  aboat  it  ? 

A.  I  eaid  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  When  you  made  this  arrangement  witli  Mr.  Barnard, 
where  did  you  make  it  ? 

A.  It  was  done  between  the  ]!iand  Offlee  and  the  Lansing 
House,  when  I  was  in  Lansing. 

Q.  Sitting  on  the  fence  ? 

A.  Sometimes  in  a  chair,  sometimes  standing  up, 

Q,  It  wasn't  in  the  office,  was  it? 

A.  Very  often  it  was. 

Q.  In  1871,  where  wiis  that  talk  had, — in  the  office  or  out  of 
the  oflicc. 

A,  The  principal  part,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  was  iu 
the  office. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  try  and  be  a  little  more  definite  about 
that  conversation,  where  it  was  and  what  it  was  ? 

A.  Wherever  we  met  we  telked  about  the  same  matters.  It 
it  was  in  the  leiai  OfSce,   we  talked   about  it;    and  if   it 
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ivas  in  the  Lansing  House,  we  talked  about  it.  It  was  the 
same  thing. 

Q.  It  seems  to  me  then,  you  ought  to  recollect  whiit  was 
eaid. 

A.  There  was  a  good  deal  said  in  a  good  many  different 
places,  and  different  times. 

Q.  You  cannot  recollect  anything  more  definite  than  you 
now  stated  ? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  that  I  was  to  do  the  looking  up  the 
land. 

Q,  I  see  your  business  stopped  about  tbe  35th  of  April,  IS?!  ; 
that  is  the  last  letter  I  find.  What  was  the  occasion  of  that  ? 
You  have  no  correspondence  since  then.  What  was  the 
trouble  ? 

A,  I  was  here  once  about  that  time,  and  he  had  turned 
those  lands  he  had  over  to  Mr.  Hall,  and  I  was  employed  some- 
where else.    I  made  up  my  mind  I  could  do  better. 

Q.  Yon  and  Mr.  Barnard? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  the  end  of  your  business  ? 

A.  That  was  the  end  of  the  transaction. 

Q-  Was  not  the  attention  of  the  Commissioner  called  to  an 
application  you  made  then  for  some  license  of  land  about  that 
time  ? 

A.  There  was  some. 

Q.  There  was  something  up  of  that  bind  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  we  had  some  correspondence  regarding  some 
licensed  lands. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  about  the  latter  part  of  April,  1871,  bring 
to  the  office  affidavits  of  abandonment  of  land,— licensed  land 
of  your  own, — in  tbe  old  form  adopted  by  General  Pritchard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  is  it  not  Ixue  that  the  Commissioner  would  not  take 
them? 

A,  They  were  not  accepted. 
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Q.  Were  you  not  informed  that  you  must  give  an  affidavit 
which  mast  be  certified  by  tiie  supervisor  ? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  That  you  must  get  a  certificate  as  to  the  responsibility 
of  the  parties  who  swore  to  the  affidavit? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Did  you  not  admit  tbat  you  could  not  do  that  ? 

A.  I  admitted  tliat  it  was  the  nest  thing  to  impossible. 

Q.  You  wanted  to  get  the  lands  simply  on  your  own  affida- 
vit, on  the  ground  of  abandonment  or  non-settlement  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  this  test  case  you  have  been  telling  about  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.-When  did  the  last  case  occur, — since  then  or  before? 
Perhaps  I  can  refresh  your  recollection  by  the  name  ; — can 
you  remember  the  name  of  the  licensee — was  it  the  Diamond 
case? 

A.  No,  sir ;  it  was  in  9  N.,.  10  E. 

Q.  That  does  not  give  me  any  information, 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  name;  it  was  something  in  the  shape 
of  Cunningham  orCummings. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  you  and  Richards  being  interested  in 
laud  of  a  settler  named  Diamond  ? 

A.  r  do. 

Q.  The  application  for  his  license  was  made  in  1867,  was  it 
not? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q,  Did  you  not,  in  January,  1871,  attempt  to  get  that  land  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  get  it. 

Q.  You  filed  an  application  of  abandonment  of  the  laud 
January,  1871? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  You  think  you  got  the  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whom  you  transacted  that  business  with  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  whom  I  filed  it  with,  or  whom  the  affida- 
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vit  waa  made  before.  Tlie  affidavit  on  my  pai't  ivas  made,  and 
the.land  patented. 

Q.  Is  this  the  affidavit,  dated  the  18th  of  January,  1871  ? 
[Sliowing  a  paper  to  witness.] 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  got  that  land  ? 

A.  Mr.  Kipley  got  the  land  on  that  affidavit. 

Q.  There  was  some  question  about  the  truth  of  that  affidavit. 

A.  I  got  a  letter  to  that  effect — that  they  claimed  to  have 
made  a  settlement,  and  lived  on  it. 

Q.  You  v.'rote  a  letter  about  it ''' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  transaction  was  for  itipley  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  letter  I'rom  Barnard  to  Ripley  ? 

A.  Ripley  showed  me  a  letter  from  Barnard. 

Q.  Did  you  answer  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Was  there  au  affidavit  attached  to  Barnard's  letter? 

A,  There  was  to  the  one  that  Ripley  showed  me. 

Q.  See  if  these  are  the  papers, — year  letter,  Barnard'sletter, . 
and  the  afBdavit  attached. 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  They  claim  you  were  mistaken  with  regard  to  that  laud  ? 

Q.  They  claim  something.  I  do  not  know  what  they  did 
claim. 

Q.  They  claimed  you  made  a  mistake  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  claimed,  in  other  words,  that  he  never  had  aban- 
doned it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  matter  is  in  dispute  as  to  whether  the  patent  was 
rightly  obtained  ? 

A.  I  went  there  and  made  an  application,  and  wrote  an 
answer,  and  I  have  not  heard  anything  of  it  since. 
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Q.  You  consider  it  settled,  do  you  not  ? 

A.  I  hme  not  heard  aaytliiiig  of  it  since. 

Q.  Is  that  any  transaction  you  have  been  testifying  to  ahout 
land  in  which  Barnard  had  an  interest  ? 

A.  No.    Barnard  had  no  interest  in  that. 

Q.  No  one  but  you  and  Ripley  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  no  one. 

Q.  Yon  say  the  lands  mentioned  in  the  letter  of  April  lioth, 
1871,  yon  applied  for  yourself? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Nobody  else  had  any  interest  in  the  lands  ? 

A,  I  applied  for  one  piece  of  land  in  1871,  in  10-3  E.,  section 
■■r  W.,  N.  W.  -I 

Q.  Nobody  else  had  any  interest  in  those  j* 

A,  No,  sir ;  nobody  had  any  interest  in  that  ? 

Q.  You  say  yon  looked  for  lands  in  19-7  for  Barnard  in  1870, 
March,  June,  and  May, — 760  acres? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  had  an  interest  in  those? 

A.  TJie  understanding  was  that  we  were  to  hold  the  lands 
and  sell  them  and  divide  the  profits  between  ns. 

Q,  What  has  become  of  the  lands  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say,    I  know  they  uere  sold. 

Q.  That  is  a  part  of  the  iinsettled  account  between  you  aud 
Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  You  were  asked  with  regard  to  what  Barnard  said  in  oue 
of  his  letters  as  to  your  applying  for  the  land  when  yon  came 
here,  shoiving  you  how  to  apply.  Will  yon  state  now  what 
you  understand  the  meaning  of  that  expression  to  be  ? 

A.  That  he  was  to  show  me  what  form  of  application  I  had 
to  make  to  get  the  land. 

Q,  It  was  the  simple  form  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Now,  did  yon  cut  this  business  or  your  loot  first,  iu  May, 
1871  ? 
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A.  I  was  in  the  woods  wlicu  I  cut  my  loot ;  been  there  but 
a  short  time  and  had  done  but  little. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  wlien  your  business  with  Harnard  wad 
ended, — before  or  after  that  time  ? 

A.  It  waa  after. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  a  little  whilo  ago  tliut  it  was  before  that 
time, — did  you  not  state  that  you  did  nothing  after  the  letter 
of  April  25th  ? 

A.  I  did  this  looking  after  that. 

Q.  You  had  no  arrangement  after  that'r 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  to  say,— that  it  was  after  you  cut 
your  fool  ? 

A.  It  was  after  the  transaction  of  those  Alpena  lands.  That 
was  the  last  transaction  between  ns. 

Q,  AVas  that  in  May,  June,  or  April  ? 

A.  It  was  in  May  and  June.  I  went  up  there  in  May,  I 
think,  and  came  back  the  last  of  May  or  first  of  June. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  this  thing  ended  April  25th  or 
whether  it  waa  continued  after  that  ? 

A.  The  last  wiis  doue  after  t  came  down,  that  was  the  last 
transaction  iu  the  business. 

Q.  When  did  you  come  down  ? 

A.  I  got  back  to  Saginaw  June  17th. 

Q.  Which  way  did  you  go  back  ? 

A.  That  is  when  I  got  back  from  looking  at  the  Alpena  lands. 
I  had  not  got  through  looking  at  them.    I  had  been  np  there. 

Q.  I  am  now  asking  when  you  had  your  last  arrangement 
with  Barnard,  here  ? 

A.  My  last  arrangement  with  Barnard  was  at  t!ic  making  of 
this  Alpena  arrangement. 

Q.  But  it  waa  ended  about  April  a5th,  '"I'l  i' 

A.  That  was  the  end  of  it, — the  last  time  I  saw  him,  after  I 
came  down  here  and  reported  to  him,  and  talked  the  matter 
over,  and  there  was  nothing  done  about  it.  It  waa  some  time 
before  I  could  get  down  here. 
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Q.  Can  yoa  give  any  specific  reason  why  you  quit  ? 

A.  It  was  some  time  before  I  got  around  so  as  to  do  anything. 
When  I  did  get  around  I  had  some  other  work  to  do,  and  I  was 
kept  busy  daring  the  season. 

Q.  That  is  one  reason ;  were  tliere  any  others  ? 

A.  That  was  the  only  reason  I  know  of, — that  I  was  kept 
busy  and  had  all  I  eonld  do. 

Q.  Did  Barnard  assign   anj   reason   wliy  he   stopped  the 


A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  at  all  ? 

A,  None  at  all.    It  was  some  time  after  I  saw  Barnard. 

Q.  Now,  you  speak  about  the  north  or  the  west  half  of 
7-19-2  E.  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  applied  last  spring  for  that  ? 

A,  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  last  spring  or  the  year  before  ? 

A.  The  spring  of  '71. 

Q.  What  was  there  about  it  ?    I  did  not  quite  understand  it  ? 

A.  I  made  application  for  the  land. 

Q.  What  kind  of  application  ? 

A.  I  wrote  to  Barnard  about  the  land. 

Q,  What  was  done  ? 

A.  I  came  down  shortly  afterward,  and  found  it  marked  up 
as  my  letter  called  for. 

Q.  You  had  scrip  here  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  marked  up  to  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  marked  op  to  me. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  what  month  that  was  ? 

A.  I  cannot 

Q.  Did  you  not  eay  in  June,  '7i  ? 

A.  The  application  was  made  earlier  than  that. 

Q.  You  wrote  earlier  than  that? 

A.  The  application  was  made  some  time  ili  April  or  May. 
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Q.  June  was  the  time  you  came  down  here  ? 

A.  June  was  the  time  I  came  down  here. 

Q.  State  what  took  place  then, 

A.  Nothing  more  thau  the  usual  business. 

Q.  You  said  Bomething  about  it.     Please  state  what  was  said. 

A.  I  looked  the  hooks,  and  saw  my  application  was  there  in 
the  proper  form. 

Q.  Did  n't  you  speak  about  your  haying  any  scrip  here,  and 
how  your  account  stood  ? 

A.  One  time  in  June,  ut  the  time  I  came  here,  I  told  Bar- 
nard that  I  had  the  land  sold,  and  I  asked  him  if  he  had  it 
"marked  up,"  in  the  proper  form,  and  if  it  would  hold  it, — if 
my  account  was  all  right;  for,  if  it  was  not,  I  had  some  more 
due  me,  and  I  would  deposit  it.    And  he  said  it  waa  all  right. 

Q.  You  did  not  get  that  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  get  it  ?    Do  you  remember  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  the  name  exactly — yes,  it  was  John  P. 
Dwyneli. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  he  got  it  ? 

A.I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  reason  ? 

A.  It  took  them  two  hours  to  try  and  explain  the  reason, 
hut  they  did  not  give  any  reason.  They  thought  there  was 
some  informality  in  some  way  or  other,  but  they  could  not 
tell  me  why. 

Q.  Did  they  not  give  you  a  reason  for  it? 

A.  They  said  there  was  some  informality  in  some  way. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know  the  reason  ? 

A.  They  did  not  have  any  reason.  It  must  have  been 
marked  on  the  book  carelessly,  or  was  not  carried  up  ou  the 
books  in  proper  shape.  I  know  my  account  was  all  right;  foi' 
I  withdrew  at  that  time,  an  order  for  two  hundred  acres,  after 
the  land  was  gone.  I  withdrew  it  and  returned  it  to  the  par- 
ties whom  I  got  it  from. 
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Q.  Did  Barnard  claim  that? 

A.  Barnard  looked  it  over  with  me  about  an  hour,  and  he 
turned  it  over  to  one  of  his  clerks,  and  we  investigated  it 
further. 

Q.  What  clerk  V 

A.  I  don't  know  his  name. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  That  was  directly  after  I  got  the  notice  from  Hall  that 
he  liad  not  got  it, — that  the  land  ha^i  been  sold  to  some  one 
else. 

Q.  Did  Hall  apply  for  the  same  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  sold  the  land  to  Hall. 

Q.  Is  that  the  same  Hall  you  have  been  speaking  abont  ? 

A.  Edmund  Hal). 

Q,  He  had  a  contract  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Which  he  could  not  get  i* 

A.  He  got  notice  it  had  been  sold  to  DwyuelJ. 

Q.  You  had  no  talk  with  Edmonds  about  it  ? 

A.  No  talk  with  Edmonds.  He  was  not  there  at  the  time  ; 
[  did  not  see  him,  at  any  rate. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  tell  me  wiien  that  test  case  was  ;  if  you 
will  tell  me  the  name  I  can  find  it. 

A.  I  could  not  say  the  name.  I  remember  the  description 
and  the  town  it  was  in,— some  of  them ;  I  do  not  remember  all. 

Q.  You  did  not  get  the  lands  on  your  proof? 

A.  We  were  not  going  to  make  any  proof.  We  came  here 
to  find  ont  whether  it  required  proof,  and  whether  we  could 
not  get  them  without  proof. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  shape  the  land  was  in  in  the  office, — 
whether  they  filed  a  three  months'  proof  or  not  ? 

A.  We  bad  two  cases ;  one  case  where  they  had  not  filed  the 
three  months'  proof,  and  one  case  where  they  had  filed  the 
three  months'  proof.  We  took  the  books  and  looked  them 
over,  and  looked  over  some  new  ones  there. 
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Q.  Will  you  state  when  tlicst  ciiaes  arose  ?  Gfiv'^  us  thedate 
of  those  cases,  if  you  can  ? 

A  One  of  them  was  in  '61,  some  time.  I  Ciin  tell  by  looking 
at  the  plat  books  in  the  office. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  when  the  other  was  ? 

A.  I  can  tel!  by  looking  at  the  plat-books  in  the  office. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  know  what  time  jou  made  that  applica- 
tion, unless  yon  can  identify  the  transaction  in  some  other 
way? 

Witness  [aftei-  looking  at  hia  memorandnm] — The  23d  day 
of.  May,  1871. 

Q.  Some  of  those  licenees  were  dated  back  as  far  as  1861  ? 

A.  Some  in  '61,  and  some  as  far  back  as  '59. 

Q.  Those  that  were  dated  in  '59  did  not  require  three 
months'  proof  to  be  filed.    Is  that  your  recollection  ? 

A,  So  we  were  informed. 

Q.  Now,  yon  say  the  three  months' proof  was  not  tiled  in 
some  cases.  Was  it  in  those  cases  that  occurred  in  '61  in 
which  there  was  no  three  months'  proof  filed  ? 

A.  We  referred  to  some  of  those  cases,  and  then  we  referred 
to  some  that  occurred  in  '61. 

Q.  In  which  the  three  months'  had  or  had  not  been  filed  ? 

A.  In  which  the  three  months'  proof  had  been  filed,  and  I 
think  there  were  some  in  which  no  proof  liad  been  filed. 

Q.  Are  you  clear  on  that  proposition  ? 

A.  We  came  here  for  the  express  pni-pose  of  seeing  which 
land,  if  any,  we  could  get. 

Q.  How  many  cases  did  you  have  in  ail  ? 

A.  Wc  had  different  townships ;  we  had  some  east  and  some 
west  that  we  looked  over. 

Q.  How  many  ? 

A.  We  bad  different  dates  and  different  towns, — I  think  a 
doKen  different  cases. 

Q.  Were  you  not  anxious  to  settle  the  questioni  whether  the 
three  months'  proofs  were  necessary  when  they  were  entered 
prcTions  to  1861  ? 
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A.  We  came  with  a  particular  understa tiding  to  inquire  in 
reference  to  all  the  qaestiona  with  regard  to  the  land.  If  any 
at  all  could  be  got  without  a  proof  being  required,  wo  wished 
to  know  it. 

Q.  That  was  the  23d  of  May,  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  tit. 

Q.  You  say  you  applied  to  a  clerk,  and  was  referred  by  that 
clerk  to  Mr.  Edmonds,  and  Edmonds  referred  you  to  Mr. 
Porter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  As  Mr,  Edmonds  had  not  been  in  the  office  but 
a  little  while,  he  did  not  wish  to  decide  it.  He  had  not 
looked  over  the  laws,  ande  ould  not  tlecide  it. 

Q.  "Where  was  Edmonds  sitting  ? 

A.  In  the  front  room  of  the  old  Land  Office. 

Q.  Did  you  then  go  to  Porter  ? 

A.  Porter  came  to  us  while  we  were  looking  the  matter 
over. 

Q.  How  long  wore  you  engaged  with  Porter  ? 

A.  We  talked  the  matter  over  probably  about  fifteen  or 
twenty  minutes. 

Q.  Got  out  the  files  and  looked  at  the  eases  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  it  not  take  you  longer  than  that  ? 

A.  They  had  the  cases  there.  Robinson  had  taken  the  days 
and  dates. 

Q.  Where  was  Edmonds  ? 

A.  He  was  right  there  at  the  time  Porter  was  there.  He 
was  there  part  of  the  time  Porter  was ;  then  he  left  us. 

Q.  You  say  Porter  made  a  decision  in  the  matter? 

A.  He  said  he  conld  not  accept  anything,  only  just  present 
the  simple  question,  either  of  non-settlement  or  abandonment. 

Q.  In  all  cases  ? 

A.  In  any  or  in  al!  cases. 

Q.  What  kind  of  proof  did  he  state  ? 

A.  The  proof  he  then  required — the  new  form. 
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Q,  Got  up  by  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  With  two  witnesses'? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q.  Certified  to  by  the  supervisor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  make  a  decision  in  writing  F 

A.  No,  sir;  he  refused  our  application. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  papers  with  regard  to  that  transaction  at 
all? 

A.  No,  sir;  it  was  done  verbally  between  us, 

Q.  Were  you  mating  up  a  case,  trying  to  get  some  ques- 
tions so  you  could  get  them  before  the  court? 

A.  No,  sir;  we  were  just  asking  for  their  decisions.  If  we 
could  not,  we  were  going  to  drop  it ;  but  if  we  could,  we  saw  a 
chance  to  figure. 

Q.  What  was  it  about  Gray's  land,  referred  to  in  February 
lOtb,  1870.    What  Gray  was  that  ? 

A.  I  understand  it  to  be  E.  L.  Gray,  of  Newaygo. 

Q.  What  was  done  about  that  land  ? 

A.  I  made  the  report  and  they  were  sold  to  somebody  after- 
ward. 

Q.  You  looked  them,  did  yon? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  Who  paid  yon  for  looking  ? 

A.  I  have  not  been  paid  yet 

Q,  Is  that  a  part  of  the  unsettled  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  the  first  of  Januai-y,  '71,  down  to  June,  '71,  were 
you  not  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Eipley  entirely  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  was  not. 

Q.  Were  you  iu  his  employ  at  all  ? 

A.  I  was  in  Ripley's  employ. 

Q.  By  the  month  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  How  ? 

A.  I  was  getting  so  niiicli  for  whatever  I  did, — so  niucli  an 
acre,  or  so  nincli  a  lot, 

Q.  Did  yon  work  for  anybody  else  dnritig  that  time,— take 
any  other  job  ? 

A.  Not  in  'TL  In  the  months  of  Echniary,  Mareh,  and 
April,  I  wa^  in  Tuscola,  Lapeer,  St.  Clair,  and  those  comities 
alone. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  in  one  of  these  converaations  say  yon  were 
in  the  employ  of  Ripley?  Did  yon  not  so  state  to  Barnard  in 
the  office  ? 

A.  No,  air;  1  never  was  in  Ripley's  employ,  only  he  employed 
me  just  for  a  day  or  so.  He  sent  me  ont,  and  when  I  got  back 
the  employment  was  ended. 

Q.  Now,  these  forty  or  fifty  plats  tliat  you  speak  of,  were 
these  new  plats  or  old  ones  corrected  ? 

A.  They  were  new  plats. 

Q.  New? 

.A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  "Who  were  they  made  by 't 

A.  Well,  I  shonid  judge  they  were  made  by  liarnard. 

Q.  Barnard  was  the  plat  clerk,  then,  was  he  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  wrote  to  him  for  them? 

A.  Well,  I  did  not  write  to  him  for  them  at  all;  it  was  his 
proposition  that  he  would  get  them  for  me.  I  did  not  know 
what  he  was  making. 

Q.  He  proposed  to  do  it,  and  then  sent  them  to  you  ? 

A.  He  proposed  to  do  it ;  made  such  as  he  saw  fit,  and  sent 
them  to  me. 

Q.  Were  they  township  plats  ? 

A,  Township  plats. 

Q.  What  would  he  the  usual  price  of  those  ? 

A,  Ahont  twenty-five  cents  apiece,  so  I  am  informed. 

Q.  How  did  he  send  them  to  you  ? 
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A.  Through  the  mail, — no,  sir,  I  will  take  that  back,  1  got 
them  ont  of  his  hands.  He  handed  them  to  me  when  I  was 
in  the  office. 

Q.  You  did  not  pay  him  for  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  yon  got  some  few  scattering  plats  after- 
wards, in  1871 ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  when  I  wanted  plats  I  did  as  I  always  had 
before, — I  wrote  to  him  for  the  plats,  and  I  think  I  got  some ; 
I  don't  recollect  how  many,  nor  what  ones. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  any  special  one  that  you  got  on  Bar- 
nard's account  ? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  now,  but  I  might  by  referring  to  my  plats 


Q.  Were  you  then  acting  for  Barnard  ?  You  and  Barnard 
were  not  acting  together  at  that  time  P 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  act  for  Mr.  Eipley,  or  anybody  else  ? 

A,  I  think  I  got  them  for  myself. 

Q.  You  and  Barnard  had  dissolved,  then  ? 

A.  There  was  no  dissolving,    I  quit. 

Q.  There  was  no  formal  notice  published  of  dissolution  ? 

A.  There  was  no  more  transactions  between  us, — that  was  all. 

Q.  There  was  a  dissolution  in  fact,  but  no  notice  published  of 
it? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  get  them  on  Mr.  Barnard's  accoirnt,  or  on 
your  own  account ;  or  was  it  some  other  matters  in  which  he 
was  not  interested  at  all  ? 

A.  When  I  wanted  plate  I  would  merely  write  for  them.  His 
instructions  were, — anything  that  I  wanted,  to  write,  and  I 
would  get  it. 

Q.  That  was,  what  you  wanted  in  matters  pertaining  to  his 
business,  or  reiatiog  to  the  business  carried  on  by  yon  and 
him,  was  it  not? 
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A.  "Well,  anything  in  the  office, — any  lands  reserved,  or  any 
plats,  or  anything  of  the  kind  tbat  I  wanted,  I  should  write  to 
him,  and  he  would  get  it 

Q.  But  if  you  got  them  for  Ripley,  or  anybody  olse,  you  waa 
to  pay  for  them,  was  n't  you? 

A.  Well,  I  did  not  get  any  thing  for  Mr.  Ripley. 

Q.  It  would  be  outside  of  the  partnership,  would  it  not? 

A.  Mr.  Ripley  would  get  his  own. 

Q.  Get  his  own  ? 

A.  Usnally. 

Q.  Well,  if  yon  wanted  it  for  indiyidnal  matters  you  were  to 
pay  for  it,  were  you  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not.  There  waa  no  agreement  to  pay  for 
anything. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Bnsh,  was  it  the  land  that  you.  wa^  seeing,  or 
the  estimates  in  regard  to  the  lands,  in  this  arran^ment 
between  you  and  Mr,  Barnard  ? 

A.  Well,  the  arrangement  was  to  sell  them  any  way  we 
could;  if  we  could  sell  the  minutes,  we  were  to  sell  the  min- 
utes ;  if  we  could  sell  the  land,  we  were  to  sell  the  land. 

Q.  You  were  to  look  the  land? 

A.  I  was  to  look  the  land. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  information  that  you  had  about  these 
lands  that  you  was  to  sell,  and  not  the  lands  themselves  ? 

A.  I  waa  not  always  to  sell  the  lands.  The  lands  were  to 
be  sold  between  us.  If  he  got  a  chance  to  sell  them  himself  he 
did  so,  and  if  I  got  a  chance  to  sell  them  I  did. 

Q.  I  know ;  but  was  not  the  arrangement  mostly  with  ref- 
erence to  selling  the  minutes  and  information  in  regard  to  the 
lands  ? 

A,  Well,  the  understanding  was  that  I  was  not  to  sell  any 
without  letting  him  know,  first ;  would  not  sell  minutes. 

Q.  But  was  not  there  an  arrangement  that  you  were  to  sell 
that  information  that  yon  obtained  about  the  lands  ? 

A.  No  such  arrangement  that  I  know  of. 
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Q.  You  were  to  sell  that  information,  irere  you  uot,  if  you 
got  a  chance  ? 

A.  To  sell  whatever  you  might  call  it;  either  to  sell  the 
lands — 

Q.  Now,  did  not  you  let  Mr.  Ripley  have  some  information 
ill  regard  to  the  lands  ? 

A.  I  let  Mr.  Ripley  have  some  lands. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-sev- 
enth sends  the  following  question  to  be  put  to  the  witness. 
The  Secretary  will  read  the  question : 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"Question:  At  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  affidavit  in 
the  Diamond  ease,  was  you  in  the  employ  of  Ripley  ?  If  bo, 
in  what  capacity  ?" 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  answer  the  question. 

The  witness — I  was  not  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Ripley.  I 
looked  this  land  for  him,  and  sold  tlie  minutes  to  him.  If 
that  was  in  the  employ,  why,  I  was  in  the  employ.  I  looked 
the  lands  up  myself,  aud  afterwards  sold  him  the  minntes, 
including  this  Diamond  case. 

The  Presiding  Officer — In  the  same  connection  is  the  follow- 
ing question,  also  sent  by  the  Senator  from  the  Twenty-sev- 
enth.   The  Secretary  will  read: 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows: 

"If  you  was  in  the  employ  of  Ripley,  at  that  time,  what 
consideration  did  you  receive  for  your  services  in  the  matter?" 

The  witness — My  fees  that  I  let  Mr.  Ripley  have  all  his  land 
on  ?    I  was  to  get  thirty  dollars  per  "  eighty," 

By  Mr.  Shipman — Then  I  understand  you  to  say,  that 
you  simply  looked  that  land,  and  sold  him  the  inforniatiou 
about  it? 

A    I  sold  him  the  information, — yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  threw  in  the  affidavit,  then,  did  yon  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  no  part  of  the  contract? 
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A.  Well,  it  was  a  part  of  the  agrcemonfc,— the  land  was  to 
be  cleared  befoi-e  I  got  my  part  fulfilled. 

Q.  Then  you  took  the  job  of  entering  tlie  laud  for  him, 
did  you  not  ? 

A.  Well,  yes,  sic 

Q.  Looking  and  making  proper  proof  here,  aud  getting  these 
papers  issued  to  liim  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  got  your  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q  How  much  a  lot — forty  dollars  oi'  twenty — did  1  under- 
stand you  ? 

A.  Thirty  dollars. 

Q.  On  forty,  one  hundred  and  sixty,  or  eighty  ? 

A.  Eighty ;  thirty  dollars  for  eighty. 

Q.  Did  you  Iiave  that  arrangement  with  him  in  regard  to 
other  licensed  lands  ? 

A.  Well,  I  let  him  Imve  some  other  lands  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  Mr.  Bai-nard  complained,  you  remember,  in  the  letter  of 
Feb.  4th,  1870,  about  the  minutes  that  you  got  of  the  land  ; 
what  does  he  mean  by  that? 

A.  I  did  not  understand  that,  sir. 

Q.  In  this  letter  of  Feb.  4th,  1870,  about  yonr  selling  the 
minutes  of  the  land  to  other  parties? 

A.  Some  that  I  should  not  have  sold. 

Q.  He  uses  this  language ;  I  will  read :  "  If  you  are  going 
to  sell  the  minutes  of  everything  you  look,  I  want  to  have 
some  understanding  with  yon  before  I  put  you  on  track  of  any 
more  lands." 

A,  He  gave  a  lot  of  plats,  as  1  said  before,  ranging  from  8 
north,  to  12  and  13, 1  think,— 13  anyway, — aud  to  10  west,  with 
the  understanding  that  I  wjs  to  look  thstn  and  he  would  pay 
part  of  the  expense,  and  wc  would  sell  them,— he  would  reserve 
them,  and  we  would  sell  them  whenever  we  could,  and  I  had 
looked  up  one  lot  and  reported  aud  he  did  not  pay  the  expense, 
— ^his  part  of  the  expenses, — and  I  did  not  feel  like  going  on 
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any  fiirtlier,  and  I  told  him  I  would  have  to  sell  some  and  let 
some  go, — sell  the  minutea  of  them;  and  next  time  I  went  out 
I  sold  what  I  could,  the  whole  list,  including  everjthing,  to 
Mr,  Eipley,  and  he  objected  that  there  was  aome  good  ones 
in  it  that  I  ought  not  to  let  Eipley  liavo, — that  I  hadn't  onght 
to. 

Q.  The  lands  in  11-4  ought  not  to  have  been  put  hi  Eip- 
ley's  list.    Are  these  the  ones  that  you  refei'  to? 

A.  Well,  that  is  aome  of  them. 

Q,  Now,  at  that  time  were  you  at  work  for  Mr.  Ripley  ? 

A.  Well,  I  let  him  have  that  list  of  minutes,— made  arrange- 
menfca  with  him  to  take  that  list. 

Q.  Did  you  get  your  pay  for  them  of  Mr.  Eipley  ? 

A.  I  got  my  pay  for  what  he  did  get  afterwards. 

Q.  Now,  I  find  this  further:  "You  have  no  proof  hero  of 
the  land  in  11-4  and  some  other  descriptions  that  were  in  his 
list,  and  ought  not  to  have  given  him  the  list  as  it  was,  until  it 
was  perfected,  and  the  lands  m  proper  shape  to  be  located  ?" 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  well,  the  biggest  part  of  those  had  been  rc- 
heen  reserved  lands.  The  lands  that  the  objection  was  raised  to, 
served  lands, — were  not  licensed  lands ;  there  were  some 
that  were  claimed.  There  was  no  proof,  but  when  I  came  back 
again,  they  found  the  proof  of  some  of  them.  The  proof  was 
was  here,  and  mislaid,  and  I  filed  the  proof  of  some  of  them. 

Q.  Now,  was  you  not  at  this  time  working  together,  and 
getting  up  minutes  or  information  in  regard  to  lands,  which 
were  to  be  sold  by  Barnard  ? 

A.  Well,  the  arrangement,  as  I  said  hefoi-e,  was,  if  it  was  sold 
by  him  or  I  could  sell  them,  either  way,  we  were  to  soil  the 
lands  or  the  minutes. 

Q.  It  was  to  sell  the  minutes,  was  it  not,  of  the  lands  when 
the  lands  were  in  shape  to  be  located  by  other  pai-ties  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  the  arrangement. 

Q,  Now,  in  speaking  about  Mr,  Allison,  Mr,  Bush,  one  quea- 
tion  Mr.  McGowan  suggests  to  nie.'     The  lands  that  were  re- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


502  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

served  on  Mr.  Hall's  contract,  were  they  not  the  information, 
— the  minutes  simply  sold  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

A.  Well,  the  lands  reserved  on  Mr.  Hall's  contract  were  the 
first  looked,  as  the  letter  wili  show, — first  looked  by  me  to 
have  them  reseiTed  by  Mr.  Barnard  for  myself,  and  i'or  Mr. 
Barnard  and  niyselt 

Q.  For  Barnard  and  Bush  ? 

A.  YeSj  sir. 

Q.  Now,  the  minutes,^ were  they  not  sold  to  Mr.  Hali, — 
that  information  ? 

A.  Mr.  Hall  got  them;  they  were  turned  over  to  him,  on 
what  condition  I  could  not  Bay. 

Q,  That  information  was  tnmed  over  to  him  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  The  minutes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  get  that  information  of  you ;  you  did  not 
sell  him  the  minutes  ? 

A.  He  got  the  minutes  from  me. 

Q.  He  did  get  the  minutes  ? 

A.  He  made  the  application  on  my  minutes, — Mr.  Barnard 
did. 

Q.  Did  you  let  Mr.  Hall  have  the  minutes  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  let  Mr.  Hall  have  them.  I  don'tknow 
when  they  were  transferred  to  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  information, — the  minutes  F 
Did  yon  let  Mr.  Barnard  have  them  ? 

A.  I  let  Mr.  Barnai-d  have  them. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  whether  they  got  into  Mr.  Hali's  hands 
or  not? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  know  whether  they  have  or  not.  It  was 
said  that  the  lands  were  turned  over  to  him, — ho  claimed  them_ 

Q.  Well,  were  the  lands  turned,  over,  or  tbe  information 
about  them  ? 

A.  I  turned  the  information  ovf;r  to  Jfr.  Barnard :  that  is 
all  I  know  of  it. 
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Q.  Now  about  Mr.  Allison.  You-  acted  for  liim  in  getting 
that  piece  of  land  this  spring,  did  you  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  applied  on  the  30th  of  April? 

A,  On  the  30th  of  April,  I  believe. 

Q.  You  applied  for  one  forty,  didn't  you  ? 

A.  Yos,  Btp. 

Q.  There  were  five  forties,  were  there  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  five  forties. 

Q.  Applied  for  by  Mr.  Hewitt,  covered-  by  an  application 
that  had  been  made  some  time  before  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  As  I  understand  the  fact,  the  (inacter-payment  had  been 
paid  up  by  a  check  for  these  five  forties? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  came  on  April  30th,  and  applied  for  the  forty, — 
you  made  an  application  for  only  one  forty? 

A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  You  were  refused,  were  you  ? 

A.  Well,  they  didn't  refn^e, — they  took  my  application  and 
they  took  the  money.  That  is,  I  made  my  application  to  Mr. 
Robinson. 

Q.  What  was  done  then  ? 

A.  And  he  took  the  money.  The  application  he  referred 
to  Mr.  Edmonds.  I  talked  to  him  about  it,  and  we  had  several 
talks  over  the  matter ;  and  I  believe  it  was  finally  patented  up 
to  Mr.  Hewitt  on  Hewitt's  order. 

Q.  State  what  the  decision  was  about  that.  You  got  some 
woi'd  about  it, — what  was  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  Mr.  Edmonds  remarked  that  he  had  looked  the 
case  over,  and  would  have  to  give  Mr.  Hevritt  the  privilege  of 
inking  his  selection  to  the  amount  of  his  deposit. 

Qi  In  other  words,  he  paid  two  hundred  dollars  there,  and  he 
would  have  to  give  him  the  right  to  select  which  forty  that 
should  apply  on  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Now,  jou  had  your  applicaaion  in  there  for  one  forty  at 
at  that  time  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  the  selection  Tv-as  made  after  that,  was  it  not,  by 
Mr.  Hewitt  or  Mr.  Hewitt's  agent,  or  the  man  by  whom  he  was 
acting  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Who  finally  got  the  land  ? 

A.  A  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Thomas. 

Q.  Hewitt  was  acting  for  Thomas,  was  he  not  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  how  they  were  acting. 

Q.  That' was  your  understanding  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  saw  Thomas  then,  didn't  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Hewitt  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  1  saw  Hewitt  there  at  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  did  they  apply  for  the  same  forty  you  had  applied 
for? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  that  strike  you  as  peculiar  ? 

A.  Well,  no. 

Q.  Yon  had  mentioned  the  fact  here  as  though  it  was  some- 
thing strange. 

A.  They  had  had  information  as  to  what  forty  we  wanted, 
before. 

Q,  Oh,  they  had,  had  they  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  they  get  it? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Allison  applied  to  Mr.  Hewitt  for  that  forty, 
and,  I  believe,  offered  him  five  dollars  an  acre  for  it. 

Q.  State  what  yon  know,  now.  Do  you  know  how  Mr. 
Hewitt  or  Mr.  Thomas  got  the  information  as  to  what  forty 
yon  had  applied  for. 

A.  How  Mr.  Thomas  got  the  information  ? 
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Q.  Yes,  or  Mr.  Hewitt,  either  ? 

A.  He  may  have  got  it  in  different  ways. 

Q.  Do  jou  know  how  they  got  it — either  one  of  tiiem, — not 
how  tiiey  may  have  got  it,  but  how  they  did  get  it  ? 

A.  "Well,  I  think  I  told  Mr.  Thomas  myself. 

Q.  Oh,  that  is  it.  That  is  the  best  way  in  the  world  to  get 
it.    So  you  told  Mr.  Thomas  of  it,  did  yon  ? 

A.  Tes,  sir, 

Q.  They  did  not  get  the  information  in  the  office, — Thomas 
and  Hewitt  did  not  ? 

A.  1  don't  know  as  they  did, 

Q.  Now,  yon  told  Thomas  of  that  before  or  after  you  made 
your  application  ? 

A.  Well,  I  told  him  that — well,  I  guess  it  was  an  hour 
before  it  was  patented ;  somewhere  near  that  That  was  pat- 
ented at  two  o'clock,  and  it  was  right  away  after  dinner ; 
patented  between  one  and  two  o'clock,  and  I  told  him  after 
dinner. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  of  May,  or  the  thirtieth  of  April,  you 
told  him  that  ? 

A.  It  was  the  first  of  May,  I  think. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  tell  him  ? 

A,  Standing  right  in  front  of  the  Land  OfSce  there. 

Q.  Not  in  the  office,  but  on  the  walk  ? 

A.  On  the  walk. 

Q.  You  gave  him  that  information, — of  the  forty  j-ou  had 
applied  for  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  hadn't  made  his  selection  at  that  time, — neither  he 
or  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  whetlier  they  had  or  had  not. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not, 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  anytiiing  about  it  at  all  ? 

A.  Well,  he  said  he  had  the  lands, — he  had  made  applica- 
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tion  for  the  lands,  and  he  was  going  to  have  them, — that  was 
what  he  aaid. 

Q.  Now,  didn't  he  tell  you  that  if  you  had  applied  for  that 
forty  he  would  go  in  and  apply  for  it  too,-:— make  that  same 
selection, — go  and  take  that  same  one  ? 

A.  He  did  not ;  not  anything  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  right  there  that  he  should  apply  for 
that  same  one,  if  it  was  the  one  you  had  applied  for  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  state  positively  that  he  did  not  ? 

A.  I  state  positive  that  he  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  state  anything  ahout  it  ? 

A.  He  said  that  he  had  applied  for  the  lands,  and  was  going 
to  have  them. 

Q,  Didn't  he  state  that  he  had  not  made  his  selection  yet  ? 

A.  He  didn't  state  anything  ahout  his  selection  atall.  He 
said  he  had  two  hundred  acres  there,  and  he  was  going  to  have 
them. 

Q.  You  are  clear  about  that,  are  you  ? 

A.  I  am  quite  clear  about  that 

Q.  Did'nt  he  walk  right  from  you  into  the  office  and  make 
his  selection  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Did'nt  he  tell  yon  that  he  hod  applied  for  the  information 
in  the  office  there,  and  they  told  him  they  would  not  tell  him 
what  forty  you  had  applied  for? 

A.  I  think  I  kept  my  eye  on  him  for  that  particular  purpose. 
I  watched  him  and  I  did  not  see  him  go  into  the  oflBee  right- 
away,  nor  did'nt  see  him  speaking  to  any  of  the  clerks. 

Q.  I  did  not  ask  you  anything  about  your  eyes, — your  ears 
are  all  I  am  after. 

A.  Well,  my  eyes  and  ears  both. 

Q.  What  you  heard  him  say.  Did'nt  you  hear  him  say  so 
in  substance,  or  intimate  to  you,  that  he  could  not  g^t  the 
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iDformation  in  the  office  aa  to  ivhich   forty  you  l)ad  applied 
for? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  n't. 

Q.  Did  n't  you  tell  tim  what  "  forty"  you  had  applied  for 
then  ? 

A,  I  told  him  what  "forty"  I  applied  for  before  he  knew  I 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  laud.  I  told  him  I  had  applied 
for  forty  acres. 

Q.  Did  yon  tell  him  the  description  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  told  him  the  description  before  he  asted  me 
any  question,  or  before  he  knew  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
land. 

Q.  I  am  not  speaking  anything  about  the  oi-der, — I  don't  care 
anything  about  that.  Yon  did  give  him  the  information 
about  the  forty  you  had  applied  for  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Then  did  n't  he  say  he  would  make  a  selection  of  that 
same  forty. 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

Q.  He  got  the  information  of  yoii  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  was  a  little  anxious  where  he  got  it,  Mr.  Bush,  on 
that  point. 

A.  Well,  he  got  the  information  from  that  fact  that  that 
forty  had  been  applied  for,  and  from  me. 

Q,  I  inferred  from  what  I  have  heard  you  eay  heretofore, 
Mr.  Bush,  that  (here  was  some  information  obtained  in  the 
office  there  that  he  knew  what  you  had  applied  for.  You  did 
not  mean  to  state  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  don't  know  as  he  received  any  information  in 
the  office. 

Q.  You  say  you  watched  him  ? 

A.  I  watched  to  see  whether  be  would  make  that  applica- 
tion on  what  I  had  told  him. 
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Q.  Did  he  ? 

A.  Not  tbat  I  noticed. 

Q,  He  happened  to  hit  tlie  same  forty,  didn't  he? 

A.  Well,  there  was  no  hitting  abont  it, 

Q.  He  got  it,  did  he  ? 

A.  He  knew  it  as  well  aa  I  did  beforehand. 

Q.  Well  now,  he  knew  it  after  jon  had  told  him  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  after  tiiat,  he  made  an  application  for  the  whole, 
didn't  he.—after  yon  made  application  for  the  forty  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  But  before  yon  made  any  application,  he  had  applied  for 
that,— for  the  whole,  hadn't  he, — tJie  whole  of  the  five  forties  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  he  had  applied  for  it, — he  had 
Applied  for  it  before,  and  I  guess  he  got  it  on  his  first  application. 

Q.  Didn't  he  file  an  application  after  that  for  the  others, — 
fnll  payment? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Q.  Didn't  he  take  them  on  full  payment  ? 

A.  The  others  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  No,  sir.    They  were  quai-ter  paid. 

Q.  This  one  forty  was  full  paid? 

A.  One  forty  was  full  paid,  the  others  were  quarter  paid. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  there  was  any  proof  filed  in  regard 
to  that  ? 

A,  Well,  I  was  informed  there  was,— I  did  not  see  it. 

Sir.  McGowan — Mr.  President,  it  is  possible  we  may  want  to 
ask  him  some  questions  about  these  letters.  There  are  several 
of  them,  and  we  have  not  time  to  look  them  over  carefully.  If 
there  should  be,  we  will  ask  the  privilege  of  recalling  him,— 
otherwise  we  are  through  with  him. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  hour  of  12  A.  M,  having  nearly 
anived,  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Irapeacbment,  will 
take  a  recess  until!  two  o'clock  this  afternoon. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOCEEDINOS  OF  THE  OOTJRT.  50S 

Tuesday  P.  M.,  May  7,  1812. 
The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  Presideu 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  praelamatioii. 
Roll  called :  quorum  preeetit. 

CROSS -EX  A  ill  NATION   OP   W.  C.   BUSH,   RESUUEU. 

By  Mr.  Shipman — I  understand  you  to  say  that  Barnard 
never  paid  you  any  money  on  these  matters  ? 

Answer — I  did  get  some  money  either  in  the  fall  of  1867,  or 
1868.    That  was  the  first  work  I  did. 

Q.  I'mean  since  January,  1871. 

A.  That  was  the  first  of  our  acquaintance.  That  was  the 
first  work  I  did. 

Q,  I  inquire  specially  in  reference  to  since  January,  1871. 
I  understand  he  had  paid  you  nothing  ? 

A.  In  one  lot  I  had  some  tas-title  deeds, — a  small  account 
spoken  of  in  one  one  of  the  letters, — amounting  to  six  dollars 
and  some  odd  cents.  He  settled  that,  and  that  is  the  first 
amount  I  received. 

Q.  "Was  that  charged  up  against  you  in  your  account  at  all? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  yon, — I  do  not  know.  I  never  saw  any 
charges  against  me. 

Q.  You  had  some  money  -there,  had  yon,— sis  or  seven  dol- 
lars? In  one  of  the  letters  he  speaks  of  that.  Some  account, 
there  I  mean,  charged  against  yon  ? 

A.  Those  were  the  charges  for  the  tax-title  deeds. 

Q.  That  is  the  one  he  refers  to  in  that  letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  one  he  refers  to. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hall  make  any  arrangement  with  you  for  get- 
ting these  minutes  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  it  ? 

A.  He  did  not, — he  has  since.  After  they  vrere  transferred 
to  Hall,  I  made  application  to  him   to  know  what  arrange- 
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menthad  been  made  for  my  interest  in  them,  and  he  said 
none, — that  they  were  all  turned  over  to  him. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Second  dis- 
trict Bends  the  following,  which  the  Secretary  will  read. 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

"  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  know  of  the  arrangement  between  you 
and  Barnard  ?  " 

Witness — Not  that  I  know  o£ 

Q.  You  knew  that  Mr.  Barnard  turned  over  these  minntes 
to  Mr.  Hall? 

A.  I  did  not  know  of  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  He  informed  you  of  it  during  the  times  we  ha?e  gone 
over,  did  he  not? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time  exactly  he  did  inform  me. 

Q.  He  did  some  time  between  1867  and  this  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Barnard  ever  seil  any  land  ? 

A.  I  had  made  arrangements  to  sell  some. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  sale  of  any  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  Barnard  sold  any  or  not,  any 
more  than  what  he  claims.  There  was  one  lot  he  claimed  he 
sold. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Barnard  sell  any  lands  together  ?  That  is 
the  question,— not  what  you  did  or  what  he  did  separately  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  we  sold  any  together, 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  lands  being  sold  at  all  that  you 
looked  ? 

A.  I  know  of  one  lot  that  he  said  he  had  sold  if  my  esti- 
mates would  hold  out. 

Q.  There  was  a  contract  to  sell  if  your  estimates  held  out  ? 

A.  He  said  they  were  sold,  or  spoke  about  their  being  sold, 
and  asked  me  if  my  estimate  would  hold  out. 

Q.  What  land  was  that  ? 

A.  Some  lands  in  10  N.,  7  W. 

Q,  Can  yon  give  a  closer  description  thiin  that? 
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A.  I  could  QOt,  without  looking. 
Q.  To  whom  Were  they  Bold  P 
A.  I  Tvas  not  informed. 
<i.  When  waathat? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  1868  or  18G9 ,— no,  it  waa  in  1870. 
Q,  la  that  the  only  instance  you  know  of? 
A.  That  is  the  only  instance  I  know  of. 
Q.  Did  you  and  Barnard  buy  any  lands  ? 
A.  I  bought  some  myself. 
Q.  You  and  Barnard  together? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  bought  some  land  in  wliich  Barnard  was  interested, 
or  how  ? 
A.  No,  sir.    No  one  interested  but  myself. 
Q.  I  only  mention  land  in  which  Barnard  was  interested  ? 
A.  No,  sir. 

KE-ESAMINATION   OF    TV,   C.   BUSH. 

Re-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  State  whether  the  land  in  19  N.,  7  W.,  was  sold 
ty  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say, — I  was  informed  it  was.  I  know 
it  was  sold. 

Q.  Now  state  all  tlie  facts  in  regard  to  thu  licensed  lands,- — 
the  Diamond  lands? 

A.  I  went  over  that  Diamond  land,  and  looked  it  up,  and 
filed  the  affidavit,  and  I  got  it  copy  of  the  affidavit  before  the 
supervisor. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  that  copy  ? 

A.  I  was  shown  a  copy  by  Eipley.    Eipley  got  the  copy. 

Q.  Was  that  after  the  land  was  located, — after  the  affidavit 
was  filed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  after  the  patent  was  made  out.  Eipley 
called  my  attention  to  it,  and  went  straight  back  to  the  land 
to.  see  if  there  had  been  a  mistake. 

Q.  What  did  yon  find  the  fact  to  be? 
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A.  I  foand,  as  I  had  seen  before,  that  he  lived  across  the 
road  from  the  laud,  that  there  had  never  been  any  improve- 
ment  made  on  the  land,  and  he  had  never  lived  on  the  land; 
and  I  do  not  think  he  has  lived  there  up  to  this  time.  I  am 
pretty  sure  he  has  not. 

Q.  What  did  yon  find  ahont  tho  improvements  ? 

A.  At  the  time  I  made  the  affidavits  there  was  a  small  burn- 
ing on  the  corner,  grown  up  with  poplar  and  alder ;  it  may  be 
two  and  a-half  or  three  acres.  My  affidavit  was  filed  in  the 
winter.  That  spring,  after  they  found  the  land  was  sold,  they 
cnt  that  poplar  down  and  lioed  it  up  and  planted  it  with 


Q.  Was  that  planted  to  potatoes  before  they  made  their 
affidavit? 

A,  Noj  sir ;  there  had  never  been  anything  raised  on  it  that 
I  conld  see,  and  it  had  never  been  cleared  in  any  shape. 

Q.  When  you  loolced  lands  for  Mr.  Barnard,  as  directed  in 
these  letters,  lie  made  an  arrangement,  as  I  understand  you, 
that  he  would  reserve  the  lands  on  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Will  you  state,  if  yoti  know,  whether  these  lands  were 
charged  up  against  those  contracts  or  not  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that. 

Q.  What  is  it  worth  per  acre  to  look  lands  ? 

A.  It  depends  upon  circumatancos. 

Q.  Generally,  what  is  it  worth  ? 

A.  Lands  are  looked  all  the  way  from  five  cents  to  forty 
cents  per  acre. 

Q,  Yon  spoke  about  estimates;  what  do  you  mean  by  esti- 
mates ? 

A.  Giving  the  amount  of  timber,  as  near  as  a  person  could 
form  an  opinion  of  it,  on  tho  land. 

Q.  What  kind  of  lands  were  those  yon  looked  for  Mr.  Bar- 
nard ;  what  were  they  generally  ? 

A.  They  were  different  kinds  of  lands  that  had  been  held  at 
the  office  for  some  cause  or  other, 
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Q,  Were  they  school  lands  or  swamp  ? 

A,  They  were  all  supposed  bo  be  State  land. 

Q.  There  are  several  different  kinds  of  State  lands  ? 

A,  Swamp  lands  generally. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  Allison  lands, — what 
you  testified  with  regard  to  the  $200.  What  did  Mr.  Edmonds 
eay  with  regard  to  that, — whether  it  was  4200  in  money  or  a 
check  ? 

A.  It  was  a  check. 

Q.  Whose  cheek  ? 

A.  It  was  a  check  on  Cyms  Hewitt. 

Q.  Did  you  Bee  the  check  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  parties  that  wore  looking  lands 
for  Mr.  Barnard,  the  same  as  you  were  ?  Did  Mr.  Barnard 
tell  you  of  any  one  ? 

A.  In  conversation  he  has  refeiTcd  to  -T.  B.  liarr. 

Q.  Do  you  know  w'here  he  lives  ? 

A.  B"o,  sir. 

A.  Any  one  else  ? 

A.  W.  S.  Patrick, — generally  called  Bill  Patrick. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  Mr.  Patrick  ? 

A.  All  there  was,  there  were  certain  lands  that  tliey  were 
holding  in  their  name, — same  as  he  was  holding  them  for  me. 

Q.  Holding  lands  for  Mr,  Patrick  and  Mr.  Barr  the  same  as 
for  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  jou  had  the  correspondence  with  Mr,  Bar- 
nard, what  was  his  position  in  the  office, — ^before  1871  ? 

A.  He  was  what  they  called  a  draughtsman. 

Q.  What  was  his  position  after  1871? 

A.  He  signed  his  name  as  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q,  Between  the  first  of  January  and  the  first  of  June,  1871  ? 

A.  I  think  he  kept  on  as  a  draughtsman  until  he  went  into 
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the  Coramissioni'r'a  office  as  Deputy  Gommiasioner ;  I  am  not 
poaitive  of  that 

Q.  When  was  it  that  joii  received  the  last  lot  of  plata  from 

Mr.  Bjiruard  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  same  day  I  whs  down  hero  with  Mr. 
Ripley,    I  am  pretty  certain  it  was. 

Q.  On  the  3d  of  May  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  yon  went  up  to  Alpena  together  ? 

A.  Shortly  after  that. 

Q.  What  did  you  go  up  there  for  ? 

A.  I  was  waiting  for  these  same  piats. 

Q.  Was  that  the  time  you  got  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  returned  from  the  woods  on  that  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  returned  from  the  woods  on  that  account. 

Q.  State  what  your  practice  was  with  regard  to  reporting 
lands,  or  whether  you  did  report  from  time  to  time  ? 

A.  I  always  made  a  report  directly,  as  soon  as  I  got  them, 
sometimes  through  letter  and  sometimes  personally. 

Q,  Did  you  act  upon  these  letters  ? 

A.  Generally;  there  were  very  few  but  what  I  did  act  upon. 

Re-examined  hy  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question— Did  you,  or  did  you  not,  ever  have  any  contract 
with  Mr,  Barnard  to  look  land,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
cui-iug  the  minutes  for  sale  ? 

Answer — No,  sir. 

EE-CKO(JS  EXAillNATION  OF  W.  C.  BfSn. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipmau : 

Question— You  received  a  great  many  other  letters  from  Jfr. 
Barnard  than  you  have  hero  shown  ? 
Answer  -Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Something  about  your  own  business  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  About  your  own  land, — about  yonr  scrip  ? 

A.  I  think  some  of  them  are. 

Q.  You  did  not  hnnt  up  any  lands  under  any  arrangement 
to  sell  the  minutes  specially  ? 

A.  We  looked  them  up  to  dispose  of  them  at  the  beat  figure 
we  could  get,  and  the  earliest  opportunity.  If  we  could  get  a 
good  round  figure  for  the  minutes,  we  would  let  them  go. 

Q.  Yon  did  n't  sell  any  lands,  I  understand  you  to  say  ? 

A.  I  did  sell  some. 

Q.  You  did  n't  sell  any,  did  you  ? 

A.  I  sold  some,  and  when  they  got  here  to  take  them  they 
were  gone.    He  had.  sold  them  ahead  of  me, 

Q.  JJow,  did  you  sell  any  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  sell  minutes? 

A.  I  sold  some  minutes, — yhat  I  sold  to  Mr,  Ripley, 

Q,  Yon  reported  to  Mr.  Barnard,  yon  say,  directly  after 
looking  at  the  liind  ^ 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  That  is  the  land  you  and  he  were  looking  together? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  looking  for  various  parties  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  was  sometimes.  When  I  did  work  for  other 
parties  I  would  have  a  job  for  him  at  the  same  time. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Barnaird  spoke  to  you  about  holding  land 
for  Mr.  Patrick  and  Mr,  Bavr  the  same  as  for  you  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  be  speak  about  that  ? 

A.  In  a  conversation. 

Q.  I  siippose  it  was  in  a  conyersatiou,  but  when  was  the 
conversation  ? 

A.  It  was  at  different  times  he  spoke  about  Mr,  Patrick  and 
Mr.  Barr.  I  looked  some  of  Mr.  Barr's  land  that  he  was 
holding. 

Q.  The  conversation  in  which  he  spoke  of  holding  lands  for 
Mr.  Patrick  and  Mr.  Barr, — when  was  that  ? 
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A.  I  cannot  give  the  date ;  it  happened  when  I  had  been 
looking  some  lands  he  had  been  holding  for  Mr.  BaiT.  1  re- 
looked  them. 

Q,  Can  yon  tell  the  year  ? 

A.  It  happened  some  time  between  1867  and  1871-  There 
were  different  lots. 

Q.  What  Mr.  Patrick  was  it  ? 

A.  The  only  name  I  got  was  «  Bill  Patrick." 

Q.  Yon  say  you  know  nothing  about  lands  being  charged 
np  against  contracts  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Did  yon  look  this  land  that  Messrs.  Hewitt  and  Thomas 
got, — the  Allison  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  didn't. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  money  for  that  land, — yon  speak  about 
seeing  the  check.  Have  you  any  way  of  knowing  whether  the 
money  was  obtained  on  the  check  ? 

A.  It  was  marked  on  the  boob  "  Check." 

Q.  Did  yon  see  the  money  on  that  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  tliat  I  did,  I  saw  them  handle  some  money 
when  tliey  said  they  were  making  out  the  patents  for  them. 
I  don't  know  whether  it  was  that  or  some  other. 

Q,  Wasn't  it  said  to  be  the  money  received  on  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Did  not  they  tell  yon,  if  that  check  did  not  bring  the 
money,  you  could  have  the  land.  Did  not  Mr.  Edmonds  tell 
you  so  ? 

A.  I  believe  not, 

Q.  Think  not  ? 

A.  I  went  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  from  the  Lansing  House,  on 
purpose  to  see  that  cheek.  We  waited  for  Mr.  Eobinson,  and 
when  Mr.  Robinson  came  in  he  fetched  the  money.  I  was 
waiting  to  see  it  then. 

Q.  Yoii  were  denied  tJie  privilege  of  seeing  the  check. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  did  yon  know  it  was  payable  to  order  ? 

A.  I  saw  a  copy  of  it  which  Mr.  Hiistoii  had. 

Q.  Did  not  Edmonds  tell  you,  when  he  was  coming  down 
from  the  Lansing  Houae  to  the  office,  thut  if  the  money  was 
not  received  on  that  check,  you  could  have  the  laud  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  he  did.    He  might  have  said  so. 

Q.  Did  n't  he  tell  you  that  he  had  accepted  that  check  in 
ITiiyment  also,  and  held  it  there  the  same  as  cash  ? 

A,  Well,  he  said  if  that  check  was  that  shape  thut  I  repre- 
sented, it  would  put  a  different  feature  on  the  case  altogether 
He  would  go  down  and  look  at  it. 

Q.  You  claimed  that  you  conld  not  get  the  money  on  it, 
didn't  you  ? 

A.  I  claimed  that  it  whs  not  negotiable  paper.  I  claimed  he 
could  not  unless  Mr.  Hewitt  was  a  mind  to.  He  could  not 
make  hiui. 

Q.  That  was  the  legal  question  that  jou  and  Mr.  Edmonds 


A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  was  n't  there  talk  that  if  he  did  n't  get  the  money 
on  it,  that  you  could  have  the  land?  Was  n't  there  some  inti- 
mation of  the  kind? 

A.  Well,  there  possibly  might  have  been. 

Q.  And  when  you  got  there,  this  money  was  there  ? 

A.  He  was  waiting,and  he  stopped  right  there  and  waited 
for  Mr.  Eobiusou. 

Q.  Didn't  he  tell  you  that  he  would  send  Mr.  Robinson 
with  the  check,  without  saying  a  word  about  it  ? 

A.  He  was  here  when  Mr.  Robinson  got  along  there. 

Q.  And  didn't  he  say  that  to  you,  that  he  would  immedi- 
ately send  Mr.  Robinson  with  the  check  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  To  that  effect,  I  mean  ? 

A.  He  said  he  would  go  down  and  look  at  the  check,  and 
see ;  and  if  it  was  iu  that  shape,  it  would  put  a  different  fea- 
ture on  the  case. 
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Q.  In  otber  words,  if  th'e  cbecfe  was  payable  to  order,  that 
jou  could  have  the  land?  Is  that  what  you  mean  to  havo 
understood  ? 

A.  Well,  he  would  go  down  and  look  at  the  check.  He  did 
not  understand  the  check  was  drawn  in  that  shape.  He  said 
that  would  put  a  different  feature  oq  the  ease  altogether  if  the 
check  was  drawn  in  that  shape.    He  would  go  down  and  look 

Q.  Didn't  he  say  exactly  the  opposite, — that  he  did  know  the 
shape  the  check  was  in  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Didn't  he  state  so,  repeatedly,  there  in  tlie  office  ? 

A.  No,  air,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Had  n't  you  raised  the  question  there,  before,  that  the 
check  was  not  negotiable  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  had  not. 

Q.  Hadn't  you  called  his  attention  to  it  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  that  day,  noon,  was  the  first. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  Mr,  Robinson  about  this  check, — you  and 
hira  together, — you  and  Mr.  Edmonds  together  ? 

A.  We  went  to  Mr.  Robinson  about  the  cheek,  at  noon,  and 
when  Robinson  came  back,  the  first  time  we  saw  him,  he  came 
back  with  the  money.    We  did  n't  see  the  clieck  at  all. 

Q.  Eor  what  purpose  did  you  go  to  Mr.  Robinson  ? 

A,  We  wanted  to  see  the  check. 

Q,  Was  n't  he  going  to  send  Mr,  Robinson  to  tite  bank  witli 
that  check  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  that  was  not  the  understanding, 

Q.  Did  n't  he  also  ask  Mr. Robinson,  right  thei-e,  how  he  got 
that  check  paid?  and  didn't  Mr.  Robinson  reply  that  he 
simply  presented  the  check  at  the  bank,  and  it  was  paid  ? 

A.  I  should  think  the  first  remarks  were  made, — that  he  said 
he  would  like  to  see  that  check,  or  he  wanted  to  see  that  check 
of  Hewitt's;  and  Robinson  turned  around  iind  says,  "There  is 
the  money,"  and  walked  inside ;  and  that  is  the  last  of  the 
conversation  which  I  heard. 
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Q.  Now,  yoii  had  never  seen  the  check  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  the  check. 

Q,  You  saw  a  copy  of  the  checl;  in  Mr.  Huston's  hands,  did 
you  not  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  saw  it  iu  Mr.  Huston's  hands  and  Mr.  Allison's 
hands. 

Q.  Yon  saw  it  somewlicro  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  (hat,  you  made  application  for  Ihe  land  ? 

A.  Oh,  I  hud  my  application  already  made. 

Q.  You  had  it  made  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Before  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  n't  the  ground  upon  whicli  you  made  the  applica- 
tion— based  it — or  one  of  the  grounds,  at  least,  that  the  cheek 
was  payable  to  order,  and  not  indorsed  ? 

A.  Yes ;  that  is  one  of  the  grounds  we  insisted  upon.  That 
is  the  ground  we  stated  to  him  at  noon. 

Q.  Did  you  ascertain  that  until  after  yon  had  seen  the  check, 
or  a  copy  of  it? 

A.  The  first  I  heard  of  it  was  at  noon. 

Q.  Did  you  ascertain  that  fact  until  you  bad  seen  the  cheek, 
or  a  copy  of  it,  how  it  was  payable  ? 

A.  That  was  the  first  I  knew  of  it  when  I  saw  it,^when  I 
saw  the  copy. 

Q.  When  you  saw  a  copy  of  it  ? 

A.  Well,  yes. 

Q.  If  you  based  your  application  on  that  at  all,  yon  must 
have  seen  the  copy  before  you  made  your  application,  didn't 
you? 

A.  Well,  I  !iad  my  application  made  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane— I  would  suggest  whether  you  had 
not  got  the  wrong  witness.  There  was  considerable  conversa- 
tion had  with  Mr.  Allison  iu  regard  to  that  check. 
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Mr.  Shipman — I  know  it.    I  may  have  misunderstood  him. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Mr.  Allison  testified  as  to  what  you 
are  aiming  at  here. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Arc  the  cotmsel  for  tlie  respoui3ent 
tlirough  with  this  witness? 

Mr.  Shipman — No,  sir. 

Q.  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  evidence  you  gave  iu 
this  matter,  I  think,  on  Friday :  "  Well,  we  had  several  con- 
versations. I  said  that  I  didn't  think  his  check  ought  to  hold 
It ;  and  another  thing,  his  check  didn't  cover  the  whole,  and 
as  I  had  deposited  the  money  for  the  part  that  I  wanted,  iu 
full,  I  would  like  to  have  a  patent  for  it."  Now,  at  that 
time  did  you  know  in  what  shape  the  check  was  in  ? 

A.  Not  at  the  time  I  made  the  application  and  deposited 
the  money,  I  didn't. 

Q.  What  was  you  referring  to,  tlien, — "  that  you  didn't  think 
the  check  ought  U>  hold  it !"    What  was  yon  referring  to  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  obtained  that  information  afterwards. 

Q.  This  «onversation  was  when  you  made  the  application, 
wasn't  it? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  aftenvards  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  the  conversation  ivas  afterwards. 

Q.  Oh!  I  thought  it  was  at  that  time  '■' 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  One  question  more,  and  that  is,  what  do  you  mean  by 
selling  land?  You  speak  about  selling  land,  I  have  asked 
you  two  or  three  times  if  you  sold  any  land,  and  you  attempted 
to  say  that  yon  did.  Now  what  do  yon  understand  by  selling 
land? 

A,  Well,  sir,  if  I  have  any  minutes  of  State  lands,  describing 
the  location,  the  timber,  and  the  general  location  of  the  land, 
if  I  sell  this  description,  I  call  it  selling  land.  If  I  own  land, 
and  get  a  deed  for  it  and  sell  it,  I  call  it  selling  land.  It  is  all 
the  same  thing. 
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Mr.  Sbipman— Well,  I  tliought  so.    Tiiaf,  is  all. 
The  Presiding  Officer — Call  your  next  witueas. 

TESTIMONY    OF   JOIW   31-   DWYITELL. 

John  ]}.  Dwynell,  ;l  witness  produced,  Bworn,  and  examined 
■on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  fiepresentatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  ; 

Question.  AVhere  do  you  reside,  Mr.  Dwynell? 

.A.newer.  Near  Mason. 

Q.  In  this  county,  I  siippoae '' 

A.  In  this  county. 

Q.  Have  you  purchased  any  lands  of  the  State  during  the 
last  year  ?     If  you  have,  will  you  state  the  description  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  could  state  the  desciiption.  I  made 
application  for  a  piece  of  land, — I  tliink  it  was  "10  north. 

Q.  Nineteen  north,  two  east,  wasn't  it  V 

A.  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Would  yon  know  the  description, — west  half  of  the 
northwest  quarter  of  section  seven,  nineteen  north,  two  east  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  should  not. 

Q,  What  did  yovi  pay  for  that  land  ? 

A.  I  didn't  pay  for  it.    I  only  made  the  application, 

Q.  Didn't  pay  for  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  yoii  ivheii  you  made  the  application  'i 

A.  At  home. 

Q.  At  home  in  Mason  '' 

A.  Near  Mason. 

Q.  Wlio  did  yon  deliver  the  application  to  'i 

A.  I  think  I  delivered  it  to  Dunham,  the  platsjuan, 

Q.  Dnnham,  the  platsman,  where  ? 

A.  In  the  State  Land  Office. 

Q.  What  time  was  this  ? 

A.  I  could  not  state  what  time  it  was. 

Q,  Well,  .about  a  year  ago  ? 
66 
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A.  Well,  a  year  ago,  or  such  a  matter. 

Q.  About  a  year  ago,  you  think  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  came  you  to  make  this  application  ? 

A.  At  his  request. 

Q,  Whose  request? 

A.  Dunham's. 

Q.  Well,  what  did  ho  say  to  you  ? 

A.  Well,  now,  I  don't  remember  what  he  did  say.  My  mem- 
ory is  very  poor. 

Q.  Your  memory  is  poor,  is  it  ? 

A.  I  did'nt  think  oaough  about  it  to  remember  much  aboat 
it. 

Q.  For  whose  benefit  was  this  application  made  ? 

A.  For  Dunham's,  I  presume,  I  did  not  make  any  inqui- 
ries.   It  was  not  mine,  at  least. 

Q.  Did  you  know  to  whom  the  certificate  issued  for  the 
land? 

A.  I  think  it  was  issued  to  me. 

Q,  What  became  of  the  certificate  after  you  got  it  ? 

A.  I  assigned  it. 

Q.  Who  did  you  assign  it  to  ? 

A.  My  impression  is,  it  was  tn  Mr.  Dunham,  but  I  could  not 
say.  There  was  a  gentleman  came  with  him.  I  could  not  say 
whether  I  assigned  it  to  him  or  some  one  witli  him. 

Q.  Wliy  was  the  certificate  assigned?  For  what  reason  was 
it  assigned  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tel!. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  said  about  the  land  having  been  sold,  if 
anything,  at  that  time,  by  Dunham  to  somebody  else  ? 

A.  I  think  this  man  wished  to  buy  the  land. 

Q.  This  man  that  came  to  your  place  with  Dunham? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  can't  you  remember  the  man  to  whom  you  assigned 
this  certificate  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 
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Q.  Can't  remember  wliether  it  was  Dunham  or  the  other 
man? 

A.  I  didn't  pay  attention  enough  to  it  to  remember  it. 

Q.  At  whose  request  did  jou  assign  this  certificate  ? 

A.  Dunhiim's.  I  staid  at  home.  I  thinic  I  met  them  at 
Mason.    I  think  1  was  tliere  at  the  time. 

Q.  How  much  money  did  yon  pay  for  this  laud  ? 

A.  Not  any. 

Q.  Nothing  at  all? 

A.  No,  6ir. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  auythiog  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  Dunham  a  relative  of  yours? 

A.  I  helieve  he  is,  by  marriage,  a  cousin  to  Mrs.  Dwynell. 

Q.  All  yon  done  about  that  was  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Dun- 
ham and  for  Mr.  Dunham's  benefit,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  for  his  benefit.     It  was  at  lus  request, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  this  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Know  anything  ubout  it, — about  its  value? 

A.  Not  very  much. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— That  is  all. 

By  the  Presiding  Officer : 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  it  was  with  Mr.  Dunham  ? 

A.  I  could  not  remember  his  name;  lie  was  a  stranger  to 
me. 

Mr.  McGowan — No  questions. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — Call  your  nest  witness. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Grosveuor: 

Q.  Was  this  Van  Dunham  a  clerk  in  the  State  Land  Office 
at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  think  he  was. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  Could  you  not  fls  about  the  time  when  this  was  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  could  not. 
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Q.  Was  it  ]ater  than  last  fall  ? 

A.  Objiio;  it  was  in  the  spring,  I  think.    It  might  have 
been  the  latter  part  of  June. 
By  Mr.  Shipman : 

Q.  Mr.  Dwinell,  do  you  mean  u  year  ago  now ': 
A.  A  year  ago ;  yes,  sir. 

TESTIMOHY  OF    PHILIP   KERSHSEIi. 

Philip  Kersliner,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
iied  as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — Where  do  yon  reside  ? 

Answer — In  the  city  of  Detroit. 

Q,  Have  yoii  had  any  business  with  the  Land  Office  in  this 
State  ? 

A.  I  have  had  some  business  with  it. 

Q.  There  is  only  one  point  that  we  wish  t«  call  your  atten- 
tion to.  I  would  ask  you  to  relate  what  jou  know  of  a  trans- 
action regarding  certain  lauds  that  it  was  claimed  that  Mr. 
Trost,  of  Detroit,  had  reserved. 

A.  I  applied  in  January,  1871,-1  think  it  was  the  early  part 
of  January, — for  a  hundred  and  twenty  acres  in  town  35, 1  E. 
The  answer  to  that  communication  was  that  the  S.  |  of  the 
N.E.  i  was  owned,  or  patented,  to  Geo.  B.  Frost,  of  Deti'oit, 
in  1869,— in  November.  The  N.  E.  i  of  N.  E.  J  I  got  at  the 
time,  I  subsequently  applied,  after  making  some  inqui- 
ries of  Mr.  Frost  as  to  whether  he  owned  it,  and  applied  to  the 
register's  office  in  Cheboygan  county.  I  found  the  land  had  not 
been  sold,  and  I  applied  through  David  Preston,  of  Detroit- 
Mr.  Shipman — One  moment.  Won't  yon  state  what  took 
place  in  the  Land  Office  here.  I  suppose  that  is  what  you  are 
after. 

The  Witness — I  refer  to  what  they  did  here,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — He  is  going  to  staf*  what  fiirtiier 
took  place  there,  sir. 
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Mr,  Shij)iiiaii— We  will  object  to  what  he  discovered  in 
the  register's  office,  or  what  took  place  in  Detroit 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  state  what  he 
kBowe. 

The  Witness — 1  suhsetfuently  applied  for  that  land  throngii 
David  Preston,  and  got  it, 

Q.  And  got  the  land  ? 

A.  About  the  13th  day  of  February,  1871. 

Q.  What  were  the  cireamstimcea  under  which  you  got  the 
land? 

A.  WeU,after  receiving  word  from  the  Land  Office  here  that 
it  was  taken  up  by  Frost,  in  November,  18(59, 1  applied  to  Mr- 
Frost,  and  he  could  find  no  entry  that  !ie  owned  it.  Nothing 
on  his  books  at  alF — no  certificate. 

Mr.  Shipman— Mr.  President,  we  object  to  these  outside 
conversations.    Acts  and  facts  we  do  not  object  to. 

The  Pi-esiding  Officer — I  understand  that  it  is  merdy  a  pre- 
liminary question,  to  get  at  what  did  occur, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  all. 

Mr.  Shipman — Very  well ;  if  it  is  jn'eliminary,  ire  do  not 
object. 

The  Witness — In  the  meantime  1  wrote  to  Cheboygan,  to 
see  if  it  was  on  record  there, 

Mr.  Shipman — Never  mind  what  you  found. 

The  Witness— That,  then,  led  to  my  applying  to  David 
Preston  for  that  same  land,  and  I  got  it. 

Q.  You  got  the  laiul  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  it  you  made  your  first  application  for  the 
land? 

A.  In  the  early  part  of  January,  1871. 

Q,  When  did  yon  get  the  land  ? 

A.  It  was  patented.  I  think  the  date  of  the  patent  is  the 
13th  day  of  Febroarj',  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  David  Preston  is  a  large  dealer  in 
the  Land  Office,  or  not  ? 
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A.  I  anderstamd  that  he  is  a  very  large  dealer ;  yo3,  air. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  a  private  book,  that  is  kept 
in  the  X-and  Office  down  here,  for  his  especial  benefit,  by  Mr. 
Edmonds  or  his  clerks  ? 

A,  I  don't  kiiow,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  cunveyance  direct  to  you  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  the  patent  here  with  me.  [Producing 
the  patent.] 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Wo  would  like  to  offer  the  patent  in 
evidence. 

The  patent  is  as  follows : 

[exhibit  r.] 
No  32891. 
In  the  Name  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  Michigan : 

To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  Greeting : 
Whereas,  Philip  Kershnor,  of  the  county  of  Wayne,  Mich., 
on  the  thirteenth  day  of  Fehruary,  in  the  year  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy  one,  purchased  from  the  State  of 
Michigan,  the  lands  hereinafter  described,  pursuant  to  the 
laws  of  said  State,  then  in  force,  and  in  such  cases  made  and 
provided ; 

And  whereas,  The  said  Philip  Kershner  has  paid  for  said 
lands,  pursuant  to  the  conditions  of  said  sale,  and  the  laws  of 
the  State  duly  enacted  in  relation  thereto,  the  sum  of  one  hun- 
dred dollars,  and  all  legal  interest  thereon  accrued,  as  fully  ap- 
pears by  the  certificate  of  the  proper  officer,  now  on  file  in  the 
ofGce  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  being 
certificate  No.  9052  for  swamp  land ; 

JVow,  therefore,  I,  IIehry  P.  Baldwin,  Governor  of  said 
State,  in  consideration  of  the  premises,  and  by  virtue  of  the 
power  and  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  laws  of  said  State,  in 
such  cases  made  and  provided,  do  issue  this  patent,  in  the 
name  and  by  the  authority  of  the  People  of  tlic  State  of 
Michigan,  hereby  granting  and  confirming  unto  the  said 
Philip  Kershner  and  to  his  heirs  and  assigns  forever,  the  fol- 
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lowing  piece  or  parcel  of  ]aii(I,  situate  iu  the  Slate  aforeaaid, 
to  wit :  The  south  half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  aoction 
thirty-five  (35),  in  township  thirty-five  uorth,  of  range  one  (1) 
east,  containing  eiglity  (80)  acres,  according  to  the  returns  of 
the  Surveyor  General :  to  have  and  to  hold  the  above  described 
and  granted  premises  uiato  the  said  Philip  Kershner,  and  to 
his  heirs  and  assigns,  to  his  and  their  sole  and  only  proper  use, 
benefit,  and  behoof,  forever,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  said 
State,  against  the  lawful  claim  or  claims  of  all  persons  what- 
soever. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  caused  these  lett^;ra  to  be 
[l.  s.]        made  patent,  and  the  great  seal  of  the  State  to 
be  hereunto  affixed. 

Given  under  my  hand,  at  Lansing,  this  twenty-second  day 
of  February,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  him- 
dred  and  seventy-one,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United 
States  of  America  the  ninety-fifth. 
By  the  Governor:  HENRY  P.  BALDWIN. 

Sam'l  H.  Eow, 

Dep.  Secretary  of  Slate. 

Recorded  Book  37,  page  187. 

CROSS-EXAMIXATIOK   OJ?    I'lIlLIP    KBItSHNER. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question — Will  you  describe  the  location  of  the  one  hundred 
and  twenty  acres  again  ? 

Answer — It  embraces  the  S.  -J  of  the  N.  E.  i  of  section  35, 
town  35  N.,  1  E.,  and  the  N.  E.  i  of  the  N.  E.  i  of  the  same 
section. 

Q,  One  "  forty ''  of  ivhich  they  ivrotu  joii  i'roit  had  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    One  '■  eighty,"  the  one  this  patent  describes. 

Q.  The  one  deseribed  in  the  patent  that  has  just  been  offered 
in  evidence  ? 

A.  Yea,  air. 

Q.  You  made  that  application  in  the  early  part  of  January, 
1871? 
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A.  Yes,  sir.    I  think  it  was  as  early  us  the  middle,  or  earlier. 

Q.  Made  your  second  application,  in  behalf  of  Preston,  on 
the  13th  of  February  following  ? 

A.  Noj  sir.  The  patent  is  issued  ou  that  day.  The  applica- 
tion was  niiide  as  early  as  the  10th  of  that  month, 

Q.  As  early  as  the  10th  of  February? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  this  Mr.  Frost  liad  been  a 
contractor  for  the  State  ? 

A.  I  don't  know,  sir.  The  answer  to  my  communication 
was,  that  it  was  patented  to  Frost  in  November,  18'i9, — I  think 
the  19th  of  November, 

Q.  Patented  to  Frost  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Have  you  that  letter? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Where  is  it  r 

A.  I  think  perhupa  it  is  destroyed. 

Q.  Have  you  made  any  searcli  for  it  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Who  wrote  tiiat  letter  ? 

A.  It  was  written  by  Theodore  Day,  of  the  U.  S.  Land  Office 
in  Detroit,  at  my  request, 

Q.  No;  who  wrote  the  letter  to  you  in  which  it  was  stated 
it  was  patented  ? 

A.  In  answer  to  the  communication  of  Mr.  Day''  I  don't 
know  what  party  in  tliis  office.  It  was  shown  to  me.  I  don't 
remember  who  signed  it. 

Q.  Yon  don't  remember  who  signed  it ':' 

A.  No,  sir,  I  might  say  that  my  eyesight,  at  that  time,  wiis 
so  bad  that  I  got  Mr.  Day  to  write  it  for  me. 

Q.  Did  you  see  that  letter  more  than  once,  that  stated  that 
this  land  had  been  patented  to  i^st  ? 

A*.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  I  did,  half  a  dozen  times,  at  different 
times. 
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Q.  Did  yon  have  it  in  yonr  possession  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  commnnication  sent  Imck  to  you  from  the  I^and 
Office  here  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  was  sent  to  Mr.  Dav- 
Q.  Mr.  Day  handed  it  over  to  yon  ? 

A.  He  handed  it  to  me; — yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  know  who  wrote  that? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  It  was  in  answer  to  our  application  to 
the  oflSce. 

Q.  Are  you  perfectly  certain  that  the  eommiinieation  stated 
it  was  patented  to  Frost,  or  resen'cd  to  Frost  ? 

A.  I  feel  quite  certain  in  saying  it  was  patented  to  Frost. 

Q.  It  may  have  been  that  it  stated  that  it  was  reserved  to 
Frost? 

A.  It  is  possible,  sir;  but  my  recollection  is  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  You  say  you  never  knew  of  Frost  being  a  large  eon- 
tractor  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Are  you  aeijnainted  with  Mr.  Frost  ? 

A.  Partially,  sir.    I  have  met  him  several  times. 

Q.  Did  yon  personally  go  to  the  Land  Office  in  any  of  these 
transactions  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  the  Land  Office  here. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  made  any  examinations  of  the  records  of 
the  Land  Office  here  to  see  if  any  of  these  lands  were  marked 
np  to  Frost  ? 

A.  Not  these  particular  lands,  no,  sir.  Wlien  I  got  the 
patent  I  was  satisfied. 

BE-DIRECT  EXAMINATION   OF   rillLIP    KERSHNEK. 

Re-esamined  by  Mr,  Cochrane : 

Question — How  long  after  the  application  to  Mr,  Preston — 
how  long  after  the  date — before  you  received  it  ? 
Answer — I  think  in  three  days ;  not  more  than  four,  certain. 
G7 
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It  was  very  sooe;  about  as  soon  as  the  application  could  come 
np,  and  the  patent  be  issued  and  returned. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive  the  deed  ?  That  is,  from 
whom  was  the  manual  delivery  to  you  ? 

A.  Mr.  Preston. 

BE-CKOSS-EXAMIXATTON   OP    PHILIP    KEKSIINEB, 

Ee-cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question — What  was  the  date  of  the  letter  written  back  to 
you  from  the  Land  Office  hero  ? 

Answer — I  don't  know,  sir.  It  was  in  a  few  days  after  our 
deed.  I  have  forgotten  jasfc  what  date  it  was.  It  was  in  the 
early  part  of  January,  however. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  patent  that  was  stated,  in  the 
letter,  to  have  been  issued  to  Frost  ? 

A.  In  November,  1869.  I  think,  the  19th.  At  all  events 
it  was  in  November,  1869. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  shall  call  our  next  witness  a 
little  out  of  the  order  which  we  intimated.  We  stated  that 
we  should  investigate  the  affairs  of  the  Laud  Office  first,  but 
here  is  a  short  witness  which  we  propose  to  take  up  out  of  the 
order. 

T]3STIM0S"i:    OF  II.   J.    COKBUS. 

n.  J.  Corbns,  a  witness  prodnced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Question^Mr.  Corbus,  where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer— Adrian,  Michigan. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  or  occupation  ? 

A.  Track-master  of  the  railroad. 

Q.  What  railroad? 

A.  The  Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern  Railroad, 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  so  engaged  ? 

A.  About  twenty  years. 
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Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  the  respondent,  OharJes  A. 
Edmonds  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

A.  About  twenty-fire  years. 

Q.  Did  you  liave  any  conversation  about  the  time  of  his 
election  to  the  office  of  Commissioner. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Upon  which  you  congj'atnlated  him  upon  his  promotion 
or  obtaining  the  office. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that  ? 

A.  "Weil,  it  was  the  winter  of  1871, 1  think. 

Q,  What  did  he  say  to  you  at  that  time,  iu  that  conversa- 
tion ?  Just  state  the  conversation  between  you  and  him,  in 
your  own  way. 

A.  Well,  I  congratulated  him  on  his  election,  and  then  asked 
him  what  his  salary  was  a  year,  and  he  made  the  remark  that 
his  salary  was  eight  hundred  dollars  a  year,  but  if  there  was 
any  stealing  in,  he  was  going  to  have  his  share  of  it.  That 
was  the  conversation. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  further  said  in  that  conversation  'i 

CROSS-EXAMINATIOIT   OP  H.   J.   COEBUS. 

Croas-esamined  by  Mr.  Shipman. 

Question — Where  was  that,  Mr.  Corbus  ? 

Answer — It  was  on  the  cars,  between  Coldwater  and  Adrian, 
I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  between  what  stations  ?  Do  you  know 
whethsr  it  was  before  he  had  taken  possession  of  his  office  or 
not? 

A,  Well,  it  was  shortly  afterwards,  I  think. 

Q.  How  near  was  it  to  the  first  of  January,  1871  ? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  A  week  or  two,  should  you  say  ? 

A.  It  must  be,  I  think,  a  week  or  two.  1  could  not  tell  the 
month. 
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Q.  Won't  you  state  the  manner,  at  the  time  this  remark  was 
made? 

A.  Wei],  in  a  laughing  way,  I  thought. 

Q.  State  whetlier  you  and  he  were  joking  about  it  ? 

A.  I  think  we  were, 

Q.  And  laughing? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

TESTIMONY   OP  OESOS  BOUCE. 

Orson  ISouck,  a  witness,  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  in  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Groavenor : 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — In  Shiawassee  county, 

Q.  How  far  from  Vernon  ? 

A.  Five  miles  they  call  it,  in  the  town  of  Vernon. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  railroad  ? 

A.  It  is  five  miles, — five  the  nearest  way  you  can  get  to  it. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? 

A,  About  seven  years. 

Q.  What  was  your  business  before  you  weut  there? 

A.  Always  fanning,  though  I  liad  been  in  the  army,  you 
know,  but  I  came  out  of  it,  and  located  a  piece  of  land  there, 

Q.  How  long  were  you  in  the  army  ? 

A.  A  year  and  a  half. 

Q,  You  say  you  located  a  piece  of  land  there  ? 

A.  I  licensed  a  piece  ol  land  of  the  State. 

Q.  Swamp  land  ? 

A.  Swamp  land. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  it  yon  licensed  that  land  ? 

A.  It  is  almost  seven  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  on  that  land? 

A.  Pretty  nearly  seven  years.  I  have  been  on  it  continu- 
ously, too. 

Q.  Where  do  jou  reside  now  ? 

A.  On  the  land. 
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Q.  Wbat  improvements  have  yon  made  on  tho  land  ? 

A.  I  have  got  me  a  house,  a  bam,  an  orchard,  and  shrnlj- 
bery, — wheat  growing, — some  considerable  improvemputs, — 
fencing,  ditching,  and  so  on. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  willi  Edmonds,  the  Oommissiouer  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  once  or  twice. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cornell,  of  Coldwater  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  Cornell  first? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  date  exactly.  I  don't  ituow.  I  have 
letters  that  will  show.  Yon  have  a  letter  that  he  wrote  ahout 
the  oxen,  and  gave  it  to  you.  That  was  the  first  I  was  acquainted 
with  the  gentleman,  or  that  I  ever  saw  him.  Mr.  Long,  do 
yon  recollect  the  time  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Witoess,  you  ai-e  testifying. 

Witness — I  wanted  to  know  the  day  of  the  month.  That 
was  what  I  wanted  to  know. 

Q.  About  what  time  can  you  state? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  whether  it  was  along  in  Mai'ch  or  April. 
Foddering  was  not  over  with  yet,  however.  He  came  where  I 
was  with  my  cattle.  Foddering  was  not  over  with  for  some 
time. 

Q.  Wait  a  minute.  I  will  try  and  get  a  letter.  Is  that  the 
letter  that  you  referred  to,— that  yon  can  refresli  your  memory 
by  ?     [Showing  witness  a  letter,] 

A.  No,  sir, not  exactly  tiiis  one.  No,  sir,  that  is  not  the  Set- 
ter.   It  is  the  other  one. 

Q.  [Presenting  another  letter  to  witness.]     Is  that  tiie  one  ? 

A.  That  is  the  one. 

Q.  Look  at  that,  and  tell  ns  what  time  it  was  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Time  that  he  saw  Cornell  ? 

Witness — Yes,  sir,  Cornell.  This  is  dated  the  13ch  of  Eeb- 
ruary. 

Q.  Last  February  ? 

A.*  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Well,  now,  that  isthe  date  of  the  letter, — can  you  state 
about  wliat  time  that  was  you  saw  CornDll  ? 

A.  I  was  to  meet  Cornell  at  Owosso,  and  I  think  it  wa,8— 

Q.  About  liow  many  days, — a  few  daya  ?  It  does  not  make 
much,  difference. 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  second  or  third  after  I  was  to  meet 
him  there.    He  came  where  I  was,  to  look  at  the  property. 

Q,  Did  you  have  an  appointment  with  Cornell  to  meet  him 
atOwosso? 

A.  No  further  than  this:  He  was  np  in  our  neighborhood 
and  had  written  to  a  man  before  this,  that  he  wanted  to  sell 
the  land. 

Q.  Sell  what  land? 

A.  This  land  of  mine. 

Q.  That  is  the  land  you  had  a  license  for  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  he  going  to  sell  it  ? 

A.  He  bought  it,  he  said. 

Q.  Bought  it  of  whom  ? 

A.  Bought  it  of  the  State  at  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  This  same  land  you  had  been  living  on  for  the  last  seven 
years  ? 

A.  Yes,  air,  the  same  land.    He  said  he  hai  bought  it, 

Q.  Go  on. 

A,  He  came  to  my  house  with  the  scrip,  to  see  the  minutes 
of  the  land.  Mr,  Michael  ^\'oolston  came  with  him,  and  he  rode 
up  to  the  fence  where  I  was  at  work,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
the  number  and  the  denomination  of  my  land. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  Preaident :  We  object  to  the  question. 
We  do  not  know  the  object  of  it,  but  it  looka  as  if  it  were  im- 
material ;  it  seems  to  be  a  transaction  between  third  parties, 
and  a  conversation  between  third  parties ;  it  may  be  admissi- 
ble. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — What  is  the  ground  of  your  objec- 
tion ? 
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Mr.  Shipmaii — Because  tiie  transaction  is  between  third 
parties,  and  immaterial. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President :  We  propose  to  sliow 
juat  this  state  of  facts  in  regard  to  this  particulai-  piece  of 
land :  that  Mr.  G.  Cornell  came  there  and  got  the  minutes, — 
the  description  of  the  lands, — and  he  came  back  and  claimed 
t-o  have  purchased  the  land  at  the  Land  Office ;  got  a  certifi- 
cate from  the  Commissioner;  that  this  gentleman  came  up 
after  ho  had  loarnod  that  fact  at  the  Land  Office ;  that  he  had 
an  affldavit  of  eight  of  his  neighbors,  that  he  had  settled  on 
this  land  and  had  been  on  it  seven  years,  and  that  the  Com- 
missioncr  declined  to  do  anything  about  it  nntil  after  this  man 
had  given  to  Mr.  Cornell  his  oxen. 

When  Mr.  Cornell  gave  up  the  eertificatea,  the  sale  to  Mr- 
Cornell  was  canceled,  and  a  new  license  issued  immediately 
to  this  man ;  and  they  then  asked  liini  to  make  up  his  proof 
under  the  new  hcense,  that  he  had  been  there  five  years,  and 
the  patent  iesiied  to  him.  That  is  the  state  of  facta  that  wo 
expect  to  prove.  We  expect  to  show  that  the  Oommissioner 
was  applied  to  and  had  knowledge  of  all  the  facts,  and  also 
that  it  was  in  direct  violation  of  the  statute  of  the  State ;  and 
we  claim  that  it  is  competent  to  show  the  whole  transaction. 
We  expect  to  show  in  connection  with  thia  whole  matter  that 
Mr.  Cornell  only  had  a  half  interest  in  the  land, 

Mr.  Shipniau— We  will  withdraw  our  objection  to  that. 

Q.  You  were  stating  about  Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  He  rode  up  to  the  fence  with  Mr.  Michael  Woolston,  and 
said  he  had  the  minutes  to  that  piece  of  land,  and  be  wonld 
like  to  see  how  his  and  mine  agreed, — if  they  agreed  with  mine 
he  would  like  to  see  mine.  Said  I,  "  Yes,  please  walk  right 
into  the  house,  and  I  will  show  it  to  you,''  He  gets  out  of  the 
buggy,  and  Mr.  Woolston  holds  the  horees,  and  I  took  the 
license  that  I  liad  and  presented  it  to  him,  and  he  took  it  up 
and  looked  it  over.  I  don't  know  whether  he  read  it  or  not, 
but  he  was  looking  at  it  some  time,  several  minutes,  and 
says  I,  "  There  is  a  license  for  this  piece  of  land  of  mine ;   I 
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suppose  my  deed  is  i-eijdy  any  time  I  go  after  it,"  and  he  tarns 
right  around  and  took  and  figured  on  a  little  piece  of  paper 
some  figures  and  put  them  in  his  pocket,  and  turned  right 
around  and  got  into  liis  buggy,  and  started  off,  and  told  Mr. 
Woolstou,  says  he,  "  This  land  is  good  for  two  hundred  dol- 
lars." Well,  Mr.  Woolston  says,  "You  are  wrong,"  Says  he, 
'■'  Yon  ain't  no  right  to  this  land." 

Mr.  Shipman — Did  you  hear  this  conversation  between 
him  and  Mr.  Woolston  ? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Woolston  told  mo  this  down  to  his  house. 

Mr.  Manager  Iluston — Never  mind  about  what  Mr.  Woolston 
told  you ;  go  on  and  tell  what  next  occurred. 

A.  Wei!,  then  the  gentlemen  went  home.  That  appears  by 
this  letter  I  have  here. 

Q.  What  letter  is  it  ? 

A,  That  he  wanted  Woolston  to  write  him  to  find  a  buyer. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cornell's  handwriting? 

A.  Not  any  very  great ;  I  had  a,  few  letters. 

Q.  When  you  saw  Mr.  Cornell,  did  he  say  that  was  his  letter; 
that  he  wrote  that  letter? 

A,  Well,  he  never  told  me  it  was  his  letter. 

Q.  Go  on  then,  with  your  narative. 

A.  Well,  then,  after  he  left— 

Q.  Yes,  go  on,  and  relate  what  facts  occurred  in  regard  to 
the  land,  and  be  as  brief  as  possible;  from  that  time  nntil  it 
was  finished '? 

A.  After  he  left  my  house,  he  went  back,  as  I  supposed,  and 
then  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  C'hanger,  that  the  land  was  for 
sale. 

Q.  Mr,  Changer  was  one  of  your  neighbors  ? 

A,  Yea,  C.  C.  Changer,  Esq., — that  land  was  for  sale, 
that  he  had  a  standing  offer  of  two  hundred  dollars 
but  he  wanted  more  than  that.  I  told  Mr,  Changer 
if  he  wanted  to  sell  the  land, — he  had  got  a  title  to 
the  land,  and  the  land  was  his,  before  I  would  leave 
it,  or  lose  it,  as  I  expected  I  had  got  to,  and  Mr.  Changer  said 
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he  guesaed  I  would  have  to  lose  it.  I  told  him  I  would  like 
to  buy  it,  as  my  all  was  there.  I  liad  got  things  started  there 
comfortably,  and  I  would  try  to  buy  it.  Saya  he,  "I  think 
you  can  bny  it."  Saye  I,  "  I  will  turn  out  my  team."  Saya  I, 
'■  We'll  make  him  a  proposition ;  I  will  turn  out  my  team  to 
him,"  and  wrote  him  a  letter,  if  he  wanted  to  sell  it,  and  he, 
could  come  down  and  look  at  the  team  where  tbey  were  at  the 
neighbors';  and  the  team  suited  him,  and  he  said  he  would  take 
the  team. 

Mr.  Shipman — Who  said  that? 

A.  Mr.  Cornell.  Says  I,  "I  will  give  you  the  team  if  you 
will  give  me  a  warranty  deed  of  the  land,  if  the  land  is  yours." 
Says  he,  "  I  will  take  the  team  and  send  you  a  patent  for  the 
land,"  He  said  it  would  be  there  at  the  office  at  Vernon 
between  that  time  and  Monday,  he  thought,  without  mistake. 
Well,  he  went  back,  as  I  suppose  went  home;  a  short  time 
after  that  he  sent  me  orders,  after  I  bad  secured  him  with 
these  cattle;  you  know  I  had  put  these  cattle  in  a  second 
man'a  hold. 

Q.  Where  did  you  deliver  the  cattle  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  John  Long;  that  was  a  request  of  him.  And  I 
told  him  that  I  would  leave  them  there  with  Mr.  Long. 

Q.  He  required  that  of  you,  did'nt  he  ? 

A.  He  wanted  I  should  leave  them  in  some  good  man's 
hands.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  just  as  leave  leave  that 
in  C.  C.  Changer's  hands,  and  I  told  him  1  had  n't.  I  told  him 
i  would  leave  them  with  Mr.  Long.  It  was  agreed  to.  that  it 
was  fair  and  would  be  all  right.  Saya  he,  "  I  will  go  and  see 
Mr.  Long,"  I  told  him  where  he  would  find  Mr.  Long,  at 
Vernon,  in  a  shop.  Says  he,  "  I  will  go  and  see  him."  And, 
says  ho,  if  he  will  keep  the  cattle,  he  would  aend  me  a  patent 
at  such  a  time  for  the  lands.  Well,  then,  I  think,  he  went 
back,  and  the  next  news  I  got  of  him  I  got  a  lease,— a  new 
lease. 

Q.  AVbat  do  you  mean  by  lease,— a  license  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    A  license,  a  new  license. 
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Q.  Where  from, — the  Latitl  Office  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  the  Land  Office  here, — a  new  license,  and  before 
this  he  said  that  he  wanted  I  should  prove  my  claim  up  in  order 
that  he  might  get  my  money  from  the  State.  Says  I,  "Mr. 
Cornell,  James  Cummings  and  I  came  here  to  prove  np  my 
claims  to  the  Land  Office.  I  fetched  seven  or  eight  wituessee 
whose  oath  was  taken  before  a  juatiee  of  the  peace.  I  brought 
them  ill  here  and  Mr.  Cummings  came  with  me." 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Cummings  ? 

A.  The  county  treasurer  of  Corunna. 

Q.  The  county  treasurer  of  Shiawassee  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  came  with  mo,  and  we  presented  the  papers 
before  the  Land  Commissioner,  and  asked  him,  I  think,  what 
he  could  do  about  it,  or  what  he  would  do,  or  what  could  be 
done.  I  think  the  Commissioner  had  got  one  or  two  such 
eases,  or  had  had  one  or  two  just  such  eases,  and  he  said  as  the 
gentleman,  I  think,  was  living  in  Coldwater,  I  think  he  said 
he  was  going  hack,  or  was  going  home  Saturday  himself. 

Q.  By  the  gentleman,  you  mean  Mr.  Cornell,  lived  in  Cold- 
water  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  Coldwater,  and  the  Commissioner  said  he  was 
going  there  Saturday.  I  think  it  was  Saturday,  He  said  he 
was  going  home,  or  going  there,  and  he  thought  he  would  see 
him  as  eoon  as  Saturday,— Friday  or  Saturday,  somewhere  along 
there ;  and  he  said,  "I  will  consult  with  him  and  see  what  I 
can  do." 

Mr.  Cummings  told  him  to  find  out  about  what  he  would 
do,  and  then  write  to  him.  I  think  the  Commissioner  told 
hira  he  would,  and  the  Commissioner  requested  us  to  leave  the 
papers  with  him,  and  he  would  see  that  they  were  secure,  and 
we  left  them.    Mr.  Cummiugs  and  I  left  them. 

Q.  Left  the  seven  or  eight  affidavits  that  you  refer  to  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the  lease,  and  the  license  too. 

Q.  Do  yoii  know  whether  the  Commissioner  wrote  to  Mr. 
Cummings  or  not  ? 
A.  T  heard  Mr.  Cummings  say  that  he  did  not. 
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Q.  That  he  did  not  write  to  Cumraings? 

A.  Did  not  write  to  him  then. 

Q.  "What  nest  occurred? 

A.  We  went  off,  and  went  home,  and  away. 

Q.  What  next  ? 

A.  We  left  him ;  did  n't  stay  there  any  longer. 

Q.  Yon  said  this  was  at  the  time  Mr.  Cornell  waa  down  at 
your  place, — when  he  asked  you  to  prove  your  claim  '' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  told  ns  what  yon  said  to  him;  tell  us 
what  occurred  next. 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Cornell  wanted  I  should— when  he  sent  the 
new  lease  he  wrote  a  letter  in  the  lease,  stating  that  if  T  would 
prove  up  my  claims  he  wonid  send  me  a  patent, — the  Commis- 
sioner would.  Mr.  Cornell  said  that  he  could  draw  his  money 
back  from  tlie  Stat<?.  I  had  to  prove  np  my  claims  in  order  to 
give  him  a  chance  to  draw  it  back. 

Q.  Have  yon  got  that  letter  from  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  No;  the  letter  is  gone.  I  have  got  witnesses,  I  suppose, 
that  can  bo  produced. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  after  you  got  t!ie  new  lease  in  the  let- 
ter from  the  Commissioner? 

X.  I  proved  up  my  lease  right  straight  off;  went  to  Vernon 
in  about  an  hour's  time  after  I  got  it,  and  sent  it  forward 
right  here  to  the  office, — right  along;  then  my  deed  came. 

Q.  Your  deed  came  to  yoii,  then  ? 

A.  It  came  in  care  of  Mr.  Long;  it  did  not  come  directly  to 
me,  it  came  in  care  of  him, — these  letters  were  all  directed 
Mr.  Long,    I  was  some  ways  from  the  office. 

Q.  Well,  sir,  what  became  of  the  cattle  then  ? 

A.  When  I  accepted  the  deed,  I  refused  to  take  the  deed 
when  it  came,  on  account  that  I  could  not  see  wherein  I  should 
have  to  prove  up  my  claims,  or  any  claims,  if  Mr.  Cornell  had 
bought  it  and  got  the  deed  for  it,  and  paid  his  money  for  it, 
as  he  said  he  had,  why  I  should  have  to  prove  up  any  claims 
at  all,  and  I  wanted  an  imderstanding  about  it..    He  said  tlie 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


fiiO  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

thing  was  all  clear,  and  was  all  straight  aad  right,  and  there 
was  no  misunderstanding,  nothing  wrong  about  the  thing  at 
all,  and  he  woald  not  be  afraid  to  obligato  himself  under 
twelve  or  fonrteen  hundred  dollar  bonds, — or  a  thousand 
dollars,— that  the  thiug  was  all  right  and  straight,  and  no  wrong 
nor  nothing  about  it ;  and  I  gave  np  tho  cattle  and  took  the 
papei's,  and  thought  it  was  all  right, 

Q.  By  the  papers  jou  mean  the  deed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir:  toot  the  deed. 

Q.  You  gave  np  the  cattle  to  Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  Mr,  Ijonggave  them  up  to  him;  they  were  in  his 
possession  untill  I  accepted  the  deed. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Cornell  do  with  the  cattle  ? 

A.  Sold  them  to  Mr.  Long. 

Q.  What  were  the  cattle  worth  i* 

A.  One  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  cash  down, 

Q,  Did  you  have  any  other  team  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  and  no  way  to  buy  one. 

Q.  Will  you  let  me  look  at  those  letters  ? 

[Witness  produces  letters.] 

Mr.  Manager  Huston^Mr.  President,  we  would  like  to  have 
these  letters  marked  by  the  Secretary,  and  held  until  we  have 
other  witnesses  to  prove  them  by. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Secretary  will  mark  them,  for 
the  purpose  of  identification. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Those  are  the  letters  that  you 
received,  during  this  transaction,  from  the  gentlemen  that 
wrote  you  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  theae  are  all  concerning  this  land  transaction. 

Q.  State  whether  you  had  any  conversation  with  any  of  Mr. 
Edmonds'  clerks  at  the  time  that  yon  and  Cumminga  were  at 
the  office.    If  yon  did,  state  the  conversation. 

A.  I  did  n't  have  any.    No,  sir,  not  any  at  all. 

Q.  Where  is  your  original  license, — the  first  license  that  you 
received  ? 
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A.  Mr.  Cummings  and  myself  came  here  to  the  office  with 
them,  and  with  those  proof  papers, — the  witness  papers, — and 
]eft  them  with  the  Land  Commissioner,  and  Mr,  Cummings 
said  to  him,  "You  will  take  care  of  them,"  and  he  said 
he  would,  and  that  is  the  last  I  ever  heard  of  it.  f  heard 
afterwards  they  were  lost,  so  that  he  sent  me  a  new  one — u 
new  license — to  prove  np  over.    Those  were  loat,^the  first  ones. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  new  license  ? 

A,  I  sent  it  back,  after  T  had  proved  up  my  claims. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  new  license, — do  yon  remem- 
ber? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  can't  tell  yon. 

Q.  Dated  back? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  way  back  to  my  first  one. 

Q.  The  new  license  was  dated  back  to  the  same  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  about  seven  years  ago, — between  sis  and  seven. 

Q.  Tsow  are  you  sure  that  it  was  a  new  license  that  they 
sent  to  you,  or  the  same  old  license  sent  back  ? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  say,  as  for  that,  but  they  said  they  had 
lost  them  papers.  It  might  have  been  the  old  one, — I  could  not 
say. 

Q.  They  said  they  had  lost  the  old  ones  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  the  papers  were  lost. 

Q.  Lost  those  affidavits  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  way  I  got  it  from  Mr.  Cornell.  He 
said  those  papers  were  lost  and  I  would  have  to  prove  up  again. 
I  could  not  say, — it  might  have  been  the  same  license. 

Q.  JIow  was  it  about  your  land  being  off  from  any  main 
road? 

A.  It  laid  three-tiuarters  of  a  mile  from  the  main  road,  and 
I  had  to  get  a  road  laid  throngh  to  it,  and  after  the  neighbors 
found  out  that  Mr.  Cornell — 

Q,  What  did  it  cost  you  to  get  that  local  road— 

A.  Over  a  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Van  Dunham 
regarding  this  transaction  ? 
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A.  Not  that  I  know  of.    I  don't  know  the  gentleman. 
Q.  The  gentleman  that  wrote  yon  the  letters  ? 
A.  I  don't  know  the  gentleman  at  all,  sir. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  OESON   BOUCK. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan  : 

Question — Mr.  Bouck,  did  you  answer  any  of  the  letters  that 
were  written  to  you  ? 

Answer— I  don't  know  as  1  did. 

Q.  Did  yon  write  any  letters  in  this  transaction  at  a!!  i' 

A.  I  wrote  one. 

Q.  You  wrote  one  't 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  write  it  yourself? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Where  did  you  keep  the  old  license  ? 

A,  Kept  it  in  my  chest,— in  my  own  lioiise, — under  lock  and 
key.    Yes,  sir, 

Q.  You  say  yon  got  that  about  seven  yeai's  ago  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  between  sis  and  seven. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  made  any  proofs  on  that  ? 

A.  What,  settling  up  ? 

Q.  Yes,  settling  up. 

A.  I  went  to  the  Commissioner. 

Q,  I  mean  previous  to  this  time;  when  you  went  with  3Ir. 
Cummiugs  ? 

A.  I  had  before,-— before  I  came  out  here. 

Q.  You  had  before  that? 

A.  That  is  the  way  I  came  to  find  out  the  land  was  sold  a 
few  days  before  that. 

Q.  When  was  it  yon  went  to  the  Land  Office  to  prove  up 
yonr  claims? 

A.  Last  fall. 

Q.  How  long  liad  you  been  on  the  land  ? 

A.  Six  years,  and  over. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  read  over  your  license  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  a  clause  that  rcquii-ei:!  you  to  make  those 
proofs  in  three  months  ? 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  them  within  three  months  iit'ter  the  time 
you  went  on  to  the  land? 

A.  I  did,  sir, — and  brought  the  supervisor's  statement  with 
me. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  had  been  on  the  laud  sis 
years  when  you  made  the  proofs? 

A.  I  had  been  on  the  land  sis  years  before  I  made  the  final 
proof. 

Q.  You  brought  your  first  proof  in  last  fall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  went  to  the  supervisor  about  sis  years  ago,  after  you 
had  been  on  the  land  three  months,  and  gave  proofs, 

A.  I  had  been  on  the  land  about  tliree  months,  and  I  went 
to  the  supervisor  and  proved  up  my  claim  of  settlership. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  before  the  supervisor  ? 

A.  I  went  and  told  him  I  was  a  resident  of  a  place,  and 
wanted  to  prove  up  my  claim  before  him. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  ? 

A.  I  made  oath  to  him. 

Q.  In  writing  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  swear  you  to  it  J" 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  What  became  of  that  paper  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  yon.  He  did  not  give  it  to  me.  He  said 
he  would  make  it  out  and  send  it  in,  or  give  it  to  me,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  ever  sent  it  in,  and  he  does  not  remem- 
ber himself.  I  have  testimony  to  that.  He  does  not  remember 
whether  he  ever  sent  it  in  or  not.  He  cannot  tell ;  but  he  said 
he  would. 
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Q.  You  never  saw  that  paper  afterwards  ? 

A.  Not  tlie  statement  he  was  to  make  ont  and  send  to  me, 

Q.  Did  yon  sign  any  paper  before  the  supervisor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  did  not  see  it  afterwards. 

Q.  He  swore  you  to  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  left  that  paper  with  the  supervisor  ? 

A.  I  left  for  him  to  make  out  one  and  send  in  to  the  Land 
Office. 

Q.  The  paper  yon  signed  and  swore  to,  you  left  with  the 
supervisor  ? 

A.  He  did  not  give  me  one ;  I  did  not  know  I  was  to  have 
one. 

Q.  You  left  it  there? 

A.  I  left  my  statement  there. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  it  since  ? 

A.  I  have  not ;  but  he  said  he  would  send  it  in ;  he  would 
send  in  a  statement  to  show  I  was  a  settler  of  the  place. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  personal  knowledge,  whether 
he  did  or  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  From  that  time  until  you  and  Cummings  came  out  here, 
did  you  do  anything  in  the  way  of  establishing  your  right  to 
your  land  ? 

A.  I  went  to  the  Commissioner  to  prove  up  my  settlor's 
license. 

Q,  In  Lansing  ? 

A.  In  Corrimna.  There  is  one  there,  at  leiist  he  says  he  is. 
He  did  business  of  that  kind. 

Q.  When  was  that? 

A.  Last  fall. 

Q.  Did  you  do  anything  towards  proving  your  claim,  from 
the  time  you  went  to  the  supervisor  until  you  went  to  that 
commissioner  last  fall  ?  Did  you  make  any  proof  or  sign  any 
paper  ? 

A.  Not  with  the  supervisor. 
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Q.  With  anybody  ? 

A.  Ho  further  than  to  get  witnoases  to  come  here, 

Q.  I  mean  up  to  last  fall,  !it  tlie  time  yon  weiit  to  that  com- 
missioner at  Cornnna  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect  now. 

Q.  When  was  it  tliat  Cornell  drove  up  to  your  lionse,  witli 
that  man  in  the  buggy  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  what  day  of  the  month  it  was. 

Q.  What  month  was  it? 

A,  I  am  not  positive  on  that  point,  I  paid  so  iifctie  regard  to 
the  thing.    I  am  not  )X)sitive. 

Q.  He  came  in  and  told  you  be  bad  a  license '? 

A.  He  came  in  and  said  be  had  the  minutes  of  my  land. 

Q.  And  wanted  to  see  yonr  minutes  ? 

A.  He  wanted  to  see  my  minutes.  He  wanted  to  see  how 
they  agreed  with  his,  and  I  invited  him  to  walk  into  the  houso 
and  I  would  show  him  mine,  and  I  took  this  liceiise. 

Q.  You  took  this  license  and  showed  it  to  him  ? 

A,  Tea,  sir. 

Q.  You  understood  be  had  something  like  that  license  ? 

A.  He  had  the  minutes  on  a  piece  of  paper  about  the  size  of 
your  hand, — the  description  of  the  land. 

Q.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  and  Cnmmings  were  out 
here  at  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  It  was  before  I  came  here. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  before  you  and  Cummings  came  here  ? 

A.  He  came  to  my  house  with  these  minutes  of  my  land 
before  I  knew  it  was  sold. 

Q.  Can  you  answer  my  question, — How  long  was  it  before 
you  and  Cummings  came  out  here,  that  Cornell  was  at  your 
house? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  exactly  how  long  it  was. 

Q.  What  is  your  best  recollection  ? 

A.  It  might  have   been   three  or  four  weeks  after  he  was 
there  that  we  came  out  here,  and  it  might  have  been  a  little 
over.    I  could  not  toll. 
69 
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(■i.  How  often  was  Oorncll  at  jour  place  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  his  being  thcro  more  than  twice. 

Q.  Was  it  after  his  first  visit  at  yonr  honse  that  lie  told  this 
neighbor  of  joiira  that  the  place  was  worth  two  hundred 
dollars?    That  man's  name  wasChanger? 

A,  It  was  AVoolstoii.    He  said  that  place  was  good  for  1200, 

Q.  Did  he  say  your  minutes  agreed  with  hia  ? 

A.  He  did,  sir.    He  said  that  waa  the  lot. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  then  that  he  had  purchased  it  ? 

A,  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  uiiderataud  from  anything  ho  said  that  he  had 
purchased  it  ? 

A,  Ko,  sir ;  not  a  word. 

Q,  What  did  you  understand  that  he  was  there  fori* 

A.  Mr.  Woolston  gave  me  this  knowledge. 

Q.  From  anything  that  transpired  there  between  you  and  Cor- 
nell, what  did  you  understand  Cornell  was  there  for? 

A.  We  did  n't  have  any  words.  He  wanted  to  see  the  min- 
utes of  my  land  to  see  if  they  agreed  with  his.  I  showed  them 
to  him,  and  they  agreed.  He  said  he  had  the  minutes,  turned 
right  around  and  jumped  into  the  wagon.  He  said  he  had  to 
hurry  and  get  back  in  time  to  meet  the  train, 

Q.  You  say  Cornell  told  you  the  minutes  were  lost  ? 

A.  I  thinlv  it  was  he, — I  am  not  positive,— yes,  think  it 
was  lie, 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  known  your  old  license  if  jou  had 
got  it  back  agiun  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  had  any  particular  mark  on  it. 

Q.  You  had  kept  it  six  or  seven  years  in  your  chest  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any  particular  mark 
on  it.    It  was  not  soiled  a  mite  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  The  one  tliat  came  back  to  yoa  was  dated  the  same  day 
as  the  old  one  ? 

A.  I  thii,kit  was. 

Q.  Was  it  exactly  like  it  ? 

A.  It  looked  like  it  and  read  like  it. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROOEEDIKGS  OF  THE  COUKT.  547 

Q.  You  read  over  j-oiir  last  one  ? 

A.  Tes,  sir,  and  the  officer  read  it  over. 

Q.  You  liad  IreqHcntly  read  tiie  other  one  :■ 

A.  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  Wiiere  is  the  license, — the  one  that  was  sent  back  to  you  'i 

A.  "When  I  proved  np  my  claims  I  supposed  I  had  to  send 
it  back  to  the  office. 

Q.  Yon  got  your  patent  on  delivering  np  the  license. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  yon  fix  about  the  time  you  and  Cummings  went  to 
the  Commissioner's  office  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  now. 

Q.  About  when  was  it  ? 

A.  It  was  some  time  iu  the  fail,    I  cannot  remember  now. 

Q.  Who  else  was  in  the  Commissioner's  ofiico  when  yon  and 
Cumming3  were  thers  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  yon.  There  appciircd  to  he  (j^iiite  a  nnmb^r 
of  ch,;rks  there. 

Q,  Were  there  any  otherii,  of  your  aeqnainiLnees,  with  yon 
and  Cummings  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  The  talk  you  have  narrated,  was  betweon  you  and  Cum- 
Hiings,  and  the  Commissioner  here? 

A.  I  believe  that  is  the  gentleman. 

Q.  Will  yon  state  what  was  said  ?  (Jive  the  whole  talk  in 
tlie  order  in  which  it  occurred  ? 

A.  I  will  tell  you  the  entire  particulars.  1  told  liim  that  I 
wished  to  prove  up  my  claim  on  that  lot,  and  I  had  brought 
in  my  license  to  show  that  I  was  a  settler,  and  I  told  him  what 
I  ha<l  done  on  the  lot,  and  what  I  had  got  done  on  the  lot, 
what  had  been  cleared,  what  buildings  hat)  been  erected,  etc., 
in  fact,  everything  that  was  necessarj-  to  prove  up  my  claim 
I  think  the  gentleman  said  that  they  had  ono  or  two  such 
cases  on  hand. 

Q.  Did  he  say  the  land  had  been  sold? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  he  said  so,  and  I  do  not  kiiow  hut 
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that  he  did  so.  Curainings  told  me  I  think  that  it  ivya  sold. 
I  think  we  told  him  that  we  had  come  iu  to  prove  up  my 
claims  on  the  land.  I  told  him  I  wanted  to  prove  up  my 
claims  on  this  piece  of  land,  and  he  said  "  We  have  one  or  two 
just  such  cases,"  and  Cummings  asked  him  what  he  would  do 
about  it,  and  I  think  the  Commissioner  said  he  could  not  tell 
him, — could  not  give  him  any  correct  answer,  or  something 
like  that,  until  he  saw  Cornell. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Commissioner  tell  you  there  had  been  no 
three  months'  proof  filed  in  the  oEBee  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  you  had  not  complied  with  your 
license,  or  words  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  THo,  I  could  not  tell  jou. 

Q.  Nothing  of  that  kind  was  said  to  you  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  yon,  or  Cummings,  that  you  had  not  filed 
the  three  months'  proof,  and  that  the  land  was  subject  to  sale 
under  the  law,  and  that  he  did  not  know  that  you  occupied  it? 

A.  If  he  said  so,  he  said  it  to  Cummings.  I  do  not  recollect 
hearing  it.  I  will  not  say  that  he  did  not.  I  do  not  recollect 
hearing  it. 

Q.  Did  he  not  tell  you  and  Cummings,  or  Cummings  ia 
your  presence,  that  the  land  had  been  sold  to  Cornell,  and  that 
Cornell  would  have  to  surrender  his  certificate  to  the  land  be- 
fore he  could  patent  it  to  you  ? 

A.  Cummings  told  me  bo,  I  do  not  recollect  hearing  the 
gentleman  telling  me  that.    If  I  did  I  have  forgotten  it, 

Q.  Cummings  told  you  the  gentleman  told  him  that? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  he  would  see  him,  and  see  what  he  could 
do  about  it.  Ho  was  going  down  to  Coldwater  Saturday.  He 
said  he  was  a  neighbor  of  his,  and  be  would  see  him,  and  see 
what  he  could  do  about  it,  and  write  to  Cummings.  Oui 
was  doing  the  business. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  be  did  not  write  Cummings  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  not  Cornell  ivrite  to  yon  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  a  word  said  between  you  and  Cnmmings  and 
the  CommiBsioner  ahont  your  cattle  ? 

A.  I  guess  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  not  ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  there  was.  I  do  not  know  that  he  knew 
that  I  liad  a  yoke  of  cattle  or  anything. 

Q.  When  was  it  that  Cummings  told  you  that  he  had  not 
received  any  letter  from  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  It  was  along  in  the  winter. 

Q.  That  the  Commissioner  had  never  written  to  him  F 

A.  That  lie  had  not  written  to  him  as  he  agreed  to,  and  he 
could  not  tell  the  reason  why. 

Q^  That  he  had  heard  nothing  from  him  ? 

A.  Had  heard  nothing  from  him. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Third  sends 
the  following  question,  which  the  Secretary  will  please  read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

Question — "Did  Mr.  Cornell  at  any  time,  while  at  your 
place,  show  yon  any  license  or  certificate  of  purchase  of  land 
from  the  Land  Office?" 

A.  He  took  out  a  paper.  He  did  not  give  it  to  me,  but  held 
it  in  his  hand,  and  said  here  I  have  a  paper  calling  for  a  deed, 
when  I  sell  the  land;  and  when  I  sell  the  land  I  leave  it  in 
such  a  way  that  they  can  make  the  deed  out  at  Lansing,  and 
save  making  it  over  twice, — save  the  expense.  I  did  not  take 
the  deed.  I  took  a  kind  of  a  paper  calling  for  a  deed  when  I 
sell  the  land. 

Q.  Did  he  call  it  a  certificate  ? 

A.  To  save  expense  he  let  them  make  the  deed  out  to  him. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  seal  on  that  paper  that  he  held  in  his 
hand? 

A    I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  called  it  a  certificate  or  not  ? 

A.  I  think  he  said  "certificate,"  bat  I  would  not  be  positive; 
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but  he  said  this:  I  have  got  soniethiug  ibr  a  dei^d,  calling  for 
a  deed  when  I  sell  the  laud. 

Q.  "Now,  don't  yon  know  Mr.  Cornell  gave  up  wliat  claim  lie 
had  iu  order  that  the  land  might  be  patented  to  yon  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Q,  Did  not  the  Commissioner  tell  you,  in  the  presence  of 
Mr.  Cnmmings,  that  Mr.  Cornell  would  have  to  surrender  his 
papers  before  he  oonld  patent  the  land  to  yon  ? 

A.  Wo,  sir;  he  said  he  would  go  and  talk  with  him  to  see 
what  ho  could  do. 

Q.  Mr.  Cummings  told  you  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Cumraiugj, — that  he  would  see  the  Commisaioricr 
and  talk  with  him,  and  then  write  to  Mr.  Cummings  and  let 
him  know  what  he  would  do. 

Q,  AVhat  did  the  Commissioner  say  about  talking  with  Cor- 
nell and  making  any  promises  tbat  he  would  try  to  get  a  com- 
promise ? 

A.  I  don't  know ;  he  said  he  would  see  Mr.  Cornell  and  see 
what  he  conld  do. 

Q.  Were  jou  present  during  all  this  conyersation  between 
Cummings  and  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.  Mr.  Cummings  saw  the  Commissioner 
before  I  did  ;  he  came  down  in  the  room  where  I  was ;  he  said, 
The  Commissioner  was  up  above,  now ;  we  will  go  up  aud  see 
him.  I  don't  know  whether  Mr,  Cummings  and  him  had  any 
talk  before  or  not. 

Q.  That  was  up  to  the  old  office  on  the  hill? 

X.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  large  was  that  paper  which  Mr.  Cornell  h;id  in  bis 
hand  that  he  had  got  from  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  A  small  paper. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  it  unfolded. 

A.  I  did  not  notice  it  particularly ;  he  held  it  up  partly  un- 
wrapt ;  he  said :  "  Here  is  a  deed  I  have  got.  When  I  si'll  tins  I 
will  leave  it  to  the  Commissioner  to  fix." 
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Q,  Was  (here  any  part  of  il;  printed  ? 
A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  You  did  not  notice  it  at  all  ? 
A,  I  cannot  tell.    lie  saiii  thai,  was — 
Q.  Was  it  as  large  aa  the  sheet  in  my  hand,  wiicn  iindonbled? 
A.  I  don't  think  it  was  undoiibled, 
Q.  Was  it  as  long  this  ivay,  if  folded  up  ? 
A.  Yea,  air. 

Q.  It  was  only  partly  nnfoldod  ? 
A.  I  think  not  all  unfolded. 
Q.  You  don't  know  whether  printed  or  written  ? 
A.  I  noticed  there  was  writing  on  it. 
Q.  Did  yon  notice  whether  there  was  any  writing  on  it? 
A.  I  did  not  notice,  for  I  was  busy  at  work.  He  oamo  where 
I  was  at  worlc. 

RE-EXAMIXATIOS   OP   ORSOS   EOUCK. 

Rc-exitniined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosveiior: 

Question — Which  time  was  it  Oornell  showed  you  that 
paper  ? 

Answer — When  he  came  down  to  ste  about  the  oxen. 

Q,  Who  did  you  get  to  assi^tyou  iu  negotiating  this  matter? 

A,  Mr.  Cuinmings. 

Q.  Who  after  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  John  Young. 

Q.  Did  you  get  Mr.  Young  to  write  any  letters  for  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  the  hnsinesa  was  wholly  transacted  througli  his 
hands. 

Q.  He  was  your  agent  for  that  r" 

A.  Whatever  he  did,  I  supposed  was  all  right. 

Q,  Who  acted  for  Cornell  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  A  clerk  by  the  name  of  Van  Dunham  V 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  clerk  in  the  Land  Office? 

A.  Yes,  I  suppose  so. 
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Q.  You  understood  him  to  be  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  he  was  one  of  them  there.  The  letters  were 
directed  by  mail  there.  Mr.  Cornell  ordered  him  to  mail  his 
letters  there  to  Van  Dunham  in  the  office. 

RE-CROaS-EXAMrFATION  OF  OKSON  BOUCK. 

Examined  by  Mr.  MeGowan : 

QuestioD — When  did  you  learn  that  Van  Dunham  wa,3  Mr. 
Cornell's  agent? 

Answer — I  did  not  leara  any  farther  than  that  he  ordered 
his  letters  all  mailed  to  Van  Dunham. 

Q.  The  second  time  he  was  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  when  he  was  doing  business ;  when  Mr.  Young 
was  doing  my  business ;  wanting  Young  to  direct  to  him. 

Q.  Were  they  directed  to  Van  Dunham,  or  to  Young  and 
sent  to  Van  Dunham's  care  ? 

A.  To  Van  Dunham,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  directions  given  by  Cornell  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Who  did  he  give  directions  to  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Van  Dunham,  at  the  Land  Office,  Lansing, 
Mich. 

Q.  At  Young's  house  ? 

A.  Yes ;  he  told  him  to  write  his  letters  to  Mr.  Van  Dun- 
ham. 

Q.  That  was  when  he  was  fixing  this  matter  up  about  the 
oxen? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  he  given  any  such  directions  the  other  time  he  was 
at  your  house? 

A.  Not  to  me ;  but  he  did  to  other  ones  to  write  Mr.  Wool- 
ston. 

Q,  You  don't  know  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  Only  their  words.  I  did  not  hold  any  correspondence 
with  him;  only  just  one  letter,  I  think.  I  think  one  letter  was 
all  I  wrote  to  him ; — I  think  it  was. 

Mr,  MeGowan — That  is  aU. 
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TESTIMONY  OF  JOHH  LOKG. 

Jolm  Long,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosrenor: 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

A,  Vernon. 

Q.  What  county  ? 

A.  Shiawassee. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  there  ? 

A.  Eighteen  years. 

Q,  What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  I  am  a  farmer  and  cabinet  maker.  I  carry  on  both 
branches, 

Q.  Arc  yon  acquainted  with  Mr.  Bouck,  who  just  left  the 
stand  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am. 

Q.  How  near  do  you  live  to  him  ? 

A,  About  four  miles. 

Q.  How  loug  have  you  known  him  ? 

A.  Ten  or  twelve  years. 

Q.  Did  you  know  him  before  he  was  in  the  service  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  has  he  resided  whore  lie  now  resides  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  six  or  seven  years.    I  cannot  tell  exactly. 

Q.  Does  he  own  any  other  land  there  that  you  know  of? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  is  a  poor  man  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  he  a  family  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir- 

Q.  How  large  a  family  ? 

A.  He  has  a  large  family.     I  don't  know  how  large  it  is. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  after  he  came  home  after  he  had  left  the 
service  ? 

A.  I  did,  soon  after. 
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Q.  ]>o  yoti  know  anything  about  his  state'  of  licalth  at  that 
time? 

A.  It  was  not  very  good. 

Q.  He  is  not  a  very  conipateiit  business  man  ? 

A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  An  illiterat'::  man  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  ho  ever  call  upon  you  to  do  any  business  for  him,  in 
connection  with  this  land  ? 

A.  Yt's,  he  chose  me  to  do  business  between  him  aud 
Cornell.    Thoy  both  picked  on  me,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  yoii  act  for  him  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  yon  do  itny  business  for  him,  when  lie  ami  Cornell 
were  present  ? 

A.  I  did  not, — yes  I  did,  after  the  business  waa  all  over, 
about  this  same  dissatisfaction ;  and  they  came  together  and 
fixed  up  the  matter. 

Q.  What  did  Cornell  get  out  of  him  for  the  land  ^ 

A.  A  yoke  of  cattle. 

Q.  Had  he  any  otiier  team  ? 

A.  So,  sir. 

Q.  How  ranch  improvement  has  he  upon  that  land  ? 

A.  Six  or  seven  acres,  I  believe,  somewhore  along  thore. 

Q.  Any  house  ? 

A.  Yes ;  a  log  house, 

Q,  Has  he  done  any  ditching  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  have  not  seen  any  ditching ;  I  understood  he  had. 

Q.  Are  you  well  enough  acrjuainted  with  him  to  be  able  to 
slate  whether  he  has  lived  there  eontlnuonsly  since  he  went 
on  to  the  land? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  has  worked  for  me  more  or  il-sss  oj'  tJie  time  ? 

Q.  Had  a  fiimily  there  on  the  lund  all  the  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Iq  the  course  of  your  business  for  him  did  yen  have 
occasion  to  write  to  either  Mr.  Cornell  or  Mr.  Van  Dunham? 
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A.  I  wrote  to  Van  Dnuliam. 

Q.  Wliy  <lid  yoa  write  to  Van  Dnii!i;iiii? 

A,  Thiit  was  Cornell's  i-equest,  that  I  slionld. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  letter  from  Van  Diiiiliam  in  pursu- 
ance of  th.t  business  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  answer  to  any  letter  you  wrote  Lim? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  retain  a  copy  of  the  lettf.-r  yon  sent  to  Xnn 
Dunham  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  the  substance  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Can  you  stale  it? 

A.  I  wrote  to  hfra  that  he  had  SL'nt  out  to  Mr.  Bouck  to 
make  his  claim  on  the  land,  and  the  neighbors  there  had  told 
Mr,  Bouck  that  if  Mr,  Van  Dunham  owned  the  land  he  did 
not  know  why  he  would  make  any  claim ;  he  would  not  give 
up  the  cattle.  I  wrote  to  him  there  might  be  trouble  about  it 
probably,  for  Mr.  Bouck  would  replevy  the  cattle,  aod  I  want 
to  know  what  to  do,  and  he  had  better  telegraph  to  Cornell  to 
know  what  to  do,  as  there  would  he  a  lawsuit;  the  deed  had 
not  come.  1  did  not  know  what  to  do,  and  he  wrote  me  back 
an  answer. 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  and  see  whether  that  was  a  reply  to 
that  letter. 

[Showing  witness  a  letter.] 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  That  is  the  reply  ? 

A.  Yes,  sii'. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Cornell  came  there.  This  letter  is  dated  Mur(^h 
6.    Did  you  see  Mr.  Cornell  there  after  tiiat  time  ? 

A.  Yea,  air ;  he  telegraphed  right  to  him,  and  he  came  right 
down. 

Q,  After  yon  received  this  letter? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 
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Q,  Mr.  Cornell  came  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  done  then  between  them  ? 

A.  I  told  him  that  Mr.  Bouek  was  dissatisfied  with  the 
papers,  and  that  the  supervisors  and  others  had  told  him  not 
to  give  up  his  cattle.  The  claim  was  in  him,  and  he  onght 
not  to  give  up  his  cattle,  and  I  ivas  sorry  I  had  had  anything 
to  do  with  it.  He  came  out  there  to  explain  himself,  why  he 
had  sent  out  those  papers.  He  said  that  he  had  paid  for  the 
land,  but  in  order  to  get  his  money  back  from  the  State  again, 
Mr.  Bouck  had  to  press  his  claim  ;  otherwise  he  couldn't  get 
it  back. 

Q,  "Will  you  state  whether  in  that  conversation  Mr.  Cornell 
claimed  to  have  a  patent  for  the  land  ? 

A.  He  did  not,  I  believe.  I  think  he  did  not  claim  to  have 
any.  He  said  that  he  had  paid  for  it,  but  never  had  taken  any 
patent,  aa  I  understood  him ;  he  had  never  taken  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  C  C.  Changer  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Is  he  a  neighbor  ? 

A.  He  is  a  neighbor  of  Mr.  Bouck,     He  adjoins  him. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
negotiations  between  Cornell  and  Bouck  ? 

A.  Mr.  Changer  told  mo  he  would  like  to  buy  the  land,  but 
he  did  not  want  to  get  it  from  Bouck.  If  Bouck  had  any 
right  there,  he  did  not  want  to  buy  the  land. 

Q.  The  cattle  were  finally  given  up  to  Mr.  Cornell,  were 
they? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  and  I  bought  them, 

Q.  You  bought  thera  from  Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  result  of  the  whole  bargain  was  what? 

A.  He  was  to  give  him  the  cattle  for  the  land, 

Q.  The  result  of  it  was,  Bouck  lost  his  cattle  ami  was  placed 
back  where  he  was  before  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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CROSS-EXAMINATION   OF   JOHN   LONG. 

CroBs-esamined  by  Mr.  MeGowan : 

Question.  Mr.  Coruyll  told  yoiithathe  had  paid  for  the  land? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  he  had  taken  out  some  kind  of  a  paper  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  he  had  taken  ont  a  deed, 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  had  a  certificate  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  would  have  to  di'liTcr  that  up  before  Mr 
Bouck  could  get  his  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  That  on  the  delivery  of  that,  and  Mr.  Bouck's  proof 
being  made,  that  Mr.  Bouck  could  get  a  patent? 

A,  Yes  sir,  and  would  get  his  money  back. 

Q.  He  could  get  his  money  back,  and  the  land  he  deeded  to 
Bouck  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Qrosvenor — We  offer  these  papers  in  evidence; 
they  are  a  little  out  of  order,  but  we  will  offer  them,  and 
we  expect  to  introduce  other  witnesses  in  due  time.  Mr. 
Changer,  Woolston,  and  Mr.  Cornell,  in  relation  to  these  same 
matters.  We  will  offer  them  to  you,  and  you  may  look  them 
over  and  say  whether  you  will  admit  them  without  any  cere- 
mony. 

Mr.  McGowan — It  is  so  close  to  the  hour  of  adjournment, 
that  I  suppose  we  may  look  at  them,  and  report  in  the  morn- 
ing. 

This  was  agreed  to. 

TESTIMONY  OF  ARAM  WOOLOVER. 

Adam  Woolover,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  Where  do  you  live  ? 

A.  Tuscola  county. 
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Q.  What  part  of  TusRola  coiiuiy  ? 

A.  Koylton. 

Q.  How  far  from  any  railroad  ? 

A.  Abont  twenty  miles,  I  think  they  call  it,  if  I  am  not 
mistaton. 

Q.  It  is  on  the  Port  Huron  road  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  a  little  east  of  Lapeer. 

0.  How  long  have  yon  lirecl  in  tlie  township  of  Koylton. 

A.  I  have  lived  there  going  on  six  years. 

0.  Six  years? 

A.  Going  on  six  years. 

0.  Do  you  remember  the  deseription  of  land  that  yon  live 
upon? 

A.  Section  85, 1  think,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,— If  my  mem- 
ory puts  me  right. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  whether  the  south  half  of  the  north- 
east quarter  of  scetion  35  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  it  is,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Q,  When  did  yon  go  upon  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  went  on  to  it  five  years  ago  in  August.  I  took  posses- 
sion of  it  then. 

Q.  Five  years  ago  laat  August? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  have  been  residing  on  it  since  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  yon  get  the  land  ? 

A.  I  took  it  up  from  u  man  in  Vassiir.  I  cannot  tell  his 
name. 

Q.  Was  it  State  swamp  laud? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  a  license  for  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  now  four  o'clock.  The  hour  of 
adjournment  having  arrived,  the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Impeachment,  stands  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at 
nine  o'clock. 
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Lansing,  Wednesday,  May  S,  1S72. 

The  Semite  met,  siiul  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
■pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclaniatioii. 

Roll  called  :  quorum  present. 

The  Presidiag  Officer— The  Honorable  Ma'iagers  oh  the 
part  of  the  House  will  proceed  mth  the  evidence  in  support 
of  Iheir  articles  of  impeachment.  Senators  will  please  give 
their  attention. 

Senator  WiScox — Mr.  President :  I  ask  leave  of  absence  for 
to-morroiv.  The  Prison  Inspectors  meet  to-day  to  open  the  bids 
lor  the  remodeling  of  the  Prison,  and  Mr.  Oollypr's  resignation 
huB  been  accepted,  so  that  it  leaves  but  one  member  upon  the 
board,  if  I  am  absent,  who  is  acquainted  with  the  works,  and 
I  ask  leave  of  absence  this  morning  in  order  that  if  leave 
should  be  gratite.d,  I  may  telegraph  him.  It  is  gotiing  so  late 
n  the  season  that  it  is  very  essential  that  wo  should  accept 
the  propositions  and  set  them  at  work. 

Leave  of  absence  was  granted. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Honorable  Jlanagcrri  will  pro- 
ceed with  their  evidence. 

ADAM   1VOOLOV33R,    RECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston: 

Question — You  stated  the  last  thing  last  night,  or  in  your 
testimony  yesterday,  that  jou  had  a  license  for  the  piece  that 
you  ivere  living  upon  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]  Look  upon  that  paper  and 
see  if  you  recognize  it  as  the  paper  you  call  a  lease  ? 

A.  My  eyes  are  so  bad,  I  can't  see  hardly,  since  the  tire.  Yes, 
sir,  that  is  the  same  paper. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  would  like,  5Ir.  President,  to  1]!e 
the  license,  as  evidence  in  the  ease. 

The  Presiding  Ofiicer — Is  it  ofiered  in  evidence  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— Offered  in  evidence. 

The  paper  is  as  follows: 
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[  EXHIBIT  8.] 

Settler's  License,  tjndeb  Act  108,  Aitroved  March  7, 
1861. 
To  all  to  whom  Ihese  presents  shall  come : 

Whereas,  Adam  Woolover,  of  Malahide,  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex,  0.  AV.,  has  made  application  to  the  Commiasioiier 
of  the  State  Land  Office  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  under  the 
act  entitled  "An  actio  amend  an  act  entitled  an  act  to  provide 
for  the  settlement  and  drainage  of  Swamp  Lands  by  actual  set- 
tlers" approved  March  7,  1861,  for  the  privilege  of  entering 
upon,  occupying,  draining,  and  improving  that  certain  tract  or 
parcel  of  the  Swamp  Lands  of  this  State,  situated  and  lying  in 
the  township  of  Koylton,  in  the  county  of  Taseola,  in  this 
State,  described  in  the  public  surveys,  made  under  the  author- 
ity of  the  United  States,  as  the  S.  i  of  N.  E.  \  of  Sec.  25,  T.  11  N., 
R.  11  E.,  containing  80  acres ;  and  has  made  oath  to  said  appli- 
cation, as  required  by  law,  and  agreed  for  himself,  his  heirs, 
executors,  and  administrators,  to  observe  and  be  bound  by  all 
and  singular  the  provisions  of  said  act,  and  of  any  other  stat- 
ute relating  to  said  tract  of  land  not  impairing  his  rights 
under  said  act,  and  faithfully  to  abide  by,  keep,  and  perform, 
and  be  subject  to  all  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  present 
License,  which  issues  upon  said  application  : 

N'ow  know  ye,  That  I,  the  undersigned,  Commissionor  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  for  and  in  behalf  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 
do  hereby  license  and  authorize  the  said  Adam  Woolover  to 
enter  and  settle  upon,  occupy,  drain,  and  improve  the  above 
described  tract  or  parcel  of  land,  containing  80  acres,  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  following,  that  is  to  say : 

Ist.  That  said  applicant  shall  enter  into  immediate  posses- 
sion and  ocenpancy  of  said  tract  of  land,  and  shall  continue  to 
reside  upon,  occupy,  and  improve  the  same  for  five  continuous 
years. 

3d.  That  said  applicant  shall,  within  three  months  from  tli« 
date  of  this  instrument,  iile  with  the  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land   Office  a  certificate  from  the  'supervisor  of  the 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDIJv'tiS  OP  THE  COURT.  561 

township  in  which  the  land  is  located,  together  with  hie  ow!i 
affidavit,  that  he  is  in  the  actual  possession  and  occupancy  of 
Euch  land. 

3d,  That  in  case  it  shall  api>ear  that  lie  was,  at  tlie  date  oi' 
Biiid  application,  the  owner,  in  law  or  equity,  of  forty  acres  of 
land,  in  any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
his  said  application  is  in  this  hehalf  willfully  and  knowingly 
false,  this  license  shall  be  deemed  void  from  the  beginning,  and 
all  his  right,  title,  and  claim  to  said  tract  shall  cease  and 
become  absolutely  nuU, 

4th.  That  said  applicant  has  not  heretofore,  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  himself  or  of  any  person  in  his  behalf,  or  for  his 
benefit,  directly  or  indirectly,  obtained  any  license  nnder  said 
act,  or  any  other  law  of  this  State, 

5th.  That  said  applicant  shall  not  cut,  take,  and  cany  away, 
upon  or  from  said  tract,  any  pine  timber  or  other  valuable  tim- 
ber, escepfc  for  the  sole  purpose  of  clearing  said  land  for  actual 
caltiTation ;  and  in  that  case,  so  much  as  may  be  necessary  to 
improve  said  land,  and  no  more ;  and  for  the  violation  of  this 
condition  he  shall  be  liable  to  all  the  forfeitures,  penalties,  and 
liabilities  of  a  trespasser  upon  the  State  lands,  as  is  now  or  as 
may  hereafter  be  provided  for  by  law. 

On  the  breach  of  any  one  of  which  conditions,  this  license  is 
to  be  void  and  of  no  effect  in  favor  of  said  applicant. 

And  it  is  further  provided,  That  if  said  applicant  or  set- 
tler shall  not  fi?e  his  certificate  and  oath  of  settlement  and 
occupancy,  as  above  prorided,  or  if  the  evidence  of  two  wit- 
nesses under  oatli  is  famished  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  OfBce,  that  the  clause  above  jnontioued  to  prevent 
■waste  has  been  violated,  then  his  claim  shall  bo  deemed  as 
void,  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  OfRce  shall, 
from  and  after  said  time,  sell  said  land  tlie  same  as  other 
swamp  lands. 

The  said  applicant  is  not  at  liberty  to  assign  or  transfer  the 
present  License ;  nor  can  he  transfer  his  possession  to  anotlier ; 

ri 
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and  no  person  taking  possession  under  him,  either  witli  or 
without  bis  consent,  will  iicquire  any  right  whatever  to  said 
land;  but  in  ease  of  the  ileath  of  said  applicant  before  the 
expiration  of  this  License,  his  beirs-at-law,  if  in  the  actual 
possession  and  occupancy  of  the  tract,  will  be  entitled  to  all 
his  right,  interest,  and  estate  therein. 

And  the  said  applicant  also  stipulates  and  agrees  with  the 
State,  that  he  will  faithfully  occupy  the  said  tract  of  land,  and 
will  drain  the  same  conformably  to  the  above  mentioned  act, 
and  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  therein  referred 
to,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  title  to  said  tract,  as  provided 
by  law. 

And  in  case  the  said  applicant  shall  actually  occnpy  and 
reside  upon  said  tract,  for  the  period  of  five  continuous  years, 
and  shall  in  all  things  comply  with  the  above  recited  act  of 
1861,  and  keep  and  perform  all  and  singular  the  provisions, 
terms,  and  conditions  contained  in  this  present  License,  he 
will  at  the  end  of  that  time  be  entitled  to  a  certificate  of  pur- 
chase of  said  tract  of  land,  and  a  Patent  therefor  from  the 
State. 

In   testimony   whereof,  I  have    hereunto    set 
fL.  K.  ]        my  hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal,   at 
Lansing,  this  29th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1866 
CYHUS  HEWITT, 
Commissioner  of  (he  State  Land  Office. 

On  tiie  back  of  the  license  is  the  following : 

"  Settler's  License,  under  the  act  of  1861. 

"  To  whom  issued,  and  the  date  : 

"Adam  Woolover. 

''  May  :iOth,  1866. 

"No.  4671." 

Q.  State  whether  or  not  you  ever  proved  up  your  claim  upon 
that  land,  and  if  you  did,  when  it  was. 

A.  I  proved  it  up  last  fall. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  the  day  of  the  month  'i 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don'c  now. 
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Q.  Can  you  state  about  the  time  ?    Can  you  etatetiie  month  ? 

A.  Weli,  it  was  the  time  they  sat  at  Caro,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  ?    The  board  of  supervisors  ? 

A.  The  supervisors, — yes,  sir. 

Q,  Were  in  session  in  Caro  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Last  October  ? 

A.  I  thinfe  it  was. 

Q;  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  tlie  regular  session  of  thi.- 
board,  or  not  'i 

A.  Yes,  air,  it  was, 

Q.  Can  you  write  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  cannot. 

Q"  Did  you  sign  any  papers  at  the  time  you  proved  up  your 
claim  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  Examine  that  paper,  and  see  whetlier  that  is  your  mark, — 
whether  that  is  your  signature  or  not.  [Showing  witness  a. 
paper.] 

Yes,  sir. 

J£f.  Manager  Huston — There  is  an  indorsement  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds' iipon  the  ba<;k  of  this  paper,  which  the  counsel  admit 
is  his  handwriting.  We  would  like,  Mr.  President,  to  introduce 
that  paper  also  in  proof. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  will  be  received  in  evidence. 

The  paper  is  as  follows : 

[  EXHIBIT  F.  ] 
4671.    9848.  Sam'I  V.  Cornell,  27  Oct.  71. 

Proof  of  settlement  and  occupation,  to  perfect  title  to  lands 
licensed  nnder  the  provisions  of  Act  No.  399,  Session  Laws  6f 
1859. 

STATE  OF  MICHIGAN,  [  ^^ 
County  of  Tuscola.        ) 
On  this  twenty-seventh  day  of  October,  i8Tl,  personally 
appeared  before  the  undersigned,  a   notary  public  for  said 
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county,  Adam  Woolover,  who,  being  duly  sworn,  according  to 
law,  deposes  and  says,  in  i-elatiou  to  laDd  licensed  to  him  on  the 
29  th  day  of  May,  1866,  as  per  license  No.  4671,  describing  land  as 
follows :  S.  i  of  N.  E.  i,  section  35,  T.  11  N.,  RUE:  That 
the  same  was  for  his  own  use,  and  for  the  purposes  of  actual 
settlement  and  cultivation,  under  tlie  provisions  of  the  act  of  the 
Legislature,  approved  February  13,  1859,  "to  provide  for  the 
settlement  and  drainage  of  swamp  land  by  actual  settlers."  That 
he  is  now  in  the  occupancy  of  said  land,  and  has  been  residing 
thereon  aince  the  10th  day  of  June,  1866,  That  be  has  made 
the  following  improvements,  to  wit:  Cleared  eight  acres;  built 
a  good  log-house  18x24,  in  which  there  is  3  doors,  4  windows ; 
have  an  orchard  growing  tliereon  of  about  25  trees. 

That  he  drained  the  same  as  follows:  All  that  is  neccesaary 
to  drain  the  part  improved,  so  as  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  act  No.  229. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  this  27th  day  of  Octo- 
ber, 1871. 

ADAM  m'wOOLOVEH. 

Mnik, 
.J.    J.    AViLDEK, 

yotary  Public,  Tuscola  County,  Mich. 

Note. — The  above  affidavits  of  settlement  may  be  taken 
before  a  justice  of  the  peace  or  notary  public  The  applicant 
must  give  a  full  description  of  the  improvements,  and  of  thi^ 
manner  in  which  tlie  land  is  drained. 

State  of  Michigan,  | 
County  of  Tuscola,    \      ' 

Before  the  undersigned,  a  notary  public  for  said  county 
personally  appeared  Obauncey  D.  Woolover,  a  resident  of  said 
county,  who,  being  duiy  swora,  according  to  law,  deposes  and 
says  that  he  is  well  acquainted  with  Adam  Woolover,  who  sub- 
scribed to  the  foregoing  deposition,  and  knows  him  to  he  the 
identical  person  who  obtained  a  Ucense  for  the  land  described 
therein,  and  that  he  is  now,  and  has  been  residing  upon  said 
land  since  the  tenth  day  of  June,  1866,  and  that  his  statement 
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in  regard  to  the  improvements  on  said  land,  and  tbe  drainage 
thereof,  is  true. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me,  this  27tk  day  of  Octo- 
ber, 1871. 

CHAUNCEY  D.  "" 

J.  J,  Wilder, 

Notary  Puhlic,  Tnscola  County,  Mich. 

Indorsement  and  filing  on  the  back,  as  follows: 

■■Sold  to  Cornell  Oct.  27, 1871. 

"  License  No.  4071. 

"Proof  of  settlement  and  occupation  received  Nov,  1,  1871, 
and  rejected. 

"By  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  act  No.  339  of  1859,  as 
amended  by  section  3  of  act  Xo,  108  of  1861,  the  licensee  was 
required  'within  three  months  after  the  date  of  sidd  license' 
to  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  a  certificate 
of  the  supervisor,  and  his  own  affidavit,  that  he  was  in  the 
'  actual  possession  and  occupancy  of  such  land,'  and  also 
that  if  said  proof  was  not  so  filed,  the  Commissioner  should 
sell  such  land,  the  same  as  other  swamp  lands.  It  appears 
that  the  terms  of  the  license  were  not  complied  with,  and 
under  the  law  his  claim  was  deemed  as  void,  and  the  land  has 
been  sold  '  the  same  as  other  swamp  lands,' 

"  The  sale  to  Cornell  is  held  to  be  valid,  and  Woolover  will 
be  notified  that  he  niay  seek  redress  through  llie  courts  if  he 
so  elects. 

'■ClIAS.  \.  EDMONDS, 

"Nov.  1,  1871-  "  Commtssio7iBr. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  land  "was  or  was  not  sold,  or 
claimed  to  have  been  sold,  to  some  other  party,  by  the  State,— 
this  land  levied  upon, — section  35. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  Mr.  Cornell  was  tiiere  last  fall,  1  understood  by  one  of 
my  neighbors ;  he  was  around  there  looking  up  this  land. 
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Q.  When  was  it  sold  to  Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  That  I  could  not  tell  you  ? 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Cornell,  when  he  was  up  there. 

A.  No,  air,  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  him  ? 

A.  I  did  not  see  him. 

Q.  What  improvements  have  yoii  made  on  your  land  ? 

A,  I  have  got  me  a  house,  an  orchard, — eight  acres  I  allowed 
it  to  he, — between  eight  and  fifteen  acres ;  I  put  it  in  eight 
acres  for  sure  I  would  not  be  wrong. 

Q,  You  put  it  in  eight  acres  in  your  proof  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  more  than  that  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  What  is  that  eight  acres  and  bouse  worth  now  ? 

A.  I  would  not  take  a  thousand  dollars  for  it. 

Q.  What  was  it  worth  when  you  went  on  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you, — this  was  right  in  the  wilderness 
when  I  went. 

Q.  How  fitr  were  yoii  from  any  railroad  connection  ? 

A.  Flint  was  the  nighest. 

Q.  How  for  is  that  ? 

A.  I  cannoftell  you  exactly. 

Q.  Cannot  tell  how  far  it  is  from  Flint  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  cannot. 

Q.  How  far  are  you  from  Vassar  ? 

A.  Twenty-four  miles. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  far  it  is  from  Vassar  to  Flint  ? 

A.  I  do  not, 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cornell  pretends  to  own  or 
not  to  own  the  land,  at  the  present  time? 

A.  He  does  not,  I  believe. 

Q.  What  has  he  done  with  it  ? 

A.  He  sold  it,  I  believe,  to  Hoyt  &  Draper,  in  Saginaw. 

Q.  What  have  Hoyt  &  Draper  done  with  it  ? 
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A.  They  have  turned  it  over  to  men  in  New  York  State  or 
here. 

Mr.  Shipman — 'We  are  willing  to  allow  all  possible  latitude 
in  the  eKamination  of  all  witnesses,  but  it  seems  to  me  we  are 
getting  outside  of  every  rule  that  was  ever  heard  of.  5fot  only 
what  he  has  heard  is  attempted  to  be  introduced,  but  all  these 
immaterial  matters  about  distances  of  roads.  It  seems  to  me 
unnecessary  to  take  up  the  timeof  the  Court  with  such  matters. 

Mr.  Manager  Kuston — We  propose  to  show,  and  I  will  state 
that  we  will  show,  by  proof  that  I  think  he  will  not  dispute, 
that  this  land  was  conveyed  to  Iloyt  &  Draper, — that  they 
pretended  to  have  conveyed  it  to  somebody  in  the  State  of 
Sew  York;  and  they,  as  attorneys,  have  commenced  a  suit  iu 
the  United  States  Court  against  this  party,  in  uu  action  of 
ejectment  to  get  possession  of  the  land.  And  we  also  desire  to 
show  by  these  witnesses,  that  he  applied  to  Hoyt  &  Draper  to 
settle  the  matter  up,  and  they  asked  him,  I  think,  1800,  as  the 
least  that  he  could  promise. 

The  Presiding  Officer — If  au  objection  is  made,  of  course 
the  Chair  must  hold  the  members  to  the  well-established  rule, 
that  a  witness  must  not  state  anything  that  is  hearsay.  The 
Chair  cannot  do  otherwise. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  admit  that  this  land  was  sold  to  Mr. 
Cornell;  we  admit  all  the  facts  as  stated.  Whether  it  has  been 
transferred  to  another  party,  we  know  nothing  about ;  and  1 
submit  it  is  immaterial.  The  fact  of  tlie  sale  is  admitted,  and 
it  is  not  material  wliether  he  asked  eight  hundred  dollars, 
eighty  cents,  or  a  thousand  dollars  for  a  settlement.  We 
admit  these  things,  and  the  examination,  I  submit,  is  imma- 
terial further  than  that. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  very  com- 
petent to  show — 

The  Presiding  Officer — Let  me  state  to  the  counsel  that  there 
is  no  question  for  an  argument,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  spend 
time  upon  it. 
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Q.  State  whettier  ;i  suit  has  been  commeiJced  against  you. 
with  regard  to  this  land,  and  if  so.  where  ? 

A.  In  Detroit,  sir. 

Q.  Have  there  l>oen  any  papers  served  upon  you  ; 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  apply  to  Sir.  Corne]!,  oi'  Hoyt  &  Dnipec,  to 
j^iirchase  your  lands  ? 

A.  I  (lid,  sir, 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object  that  it  is  iiii material.  It  is  mate- 
rial, perhaps,  to  show  that  tbe  title  thereby  acquired  is  claimed 
to  be  a  proper  title.  Tlie  evidence  of  the  steps  talvcu  by  theiu 
to  compromise  or  settle  this  matter,  we  object  to. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  seek  to  show  the  eifurts  made  to 
compromise.  I  ii'ill  say  further,  we  expect  to  show  in  this 
matter,  the  same  as  vre  will  expect  to  show  in  the  one  from 
Shiawassee  .county,  that  the  Commissioner  had  knowledge  of 
Uie  transactions,  and  that  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  ofBce  was  a 
partner  of  Mr,  Oornell's. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Do  the  Managers  propose  to  connect 
this  transaction  of  Iloyt  &  Draper  with  the  witness,  or  is  it 
between  Cornell  and  the  witness  l' 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  propose  to  show  that  tJornell  and 
one  of  the  clerks  in  the  office  wei-e  partners. 

The  Pi-esiding  Officer — I  understand  that  you  are  iiiqiiiring 
abont  the  transaction  hetween  himself  and  Hoyt  &  Draper, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  asked  him  about  the  proposition 
between  himself  and  Hoyt  &  Draper,  and  I  think  the  circum- 
stances will  be  such,  when  they  are  all  developed,  that  it  will 
be  a  question  that  can  be  fairly  submitted  to  this  Senate, 
whether  Hoyt  &  Draper  and  Cornell  and  the  clerk  were  not 
all  interested  in  the  matter ;  that  this  land  was  merely  shifted 
around  into  Uoyt  &  Drapers  name,  and  from  them  into  the 
name  of  some  pai'ty  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  a  suit 
commenced  against  this  man  in  the  United  States'  Court  in 
Detroit,  upon  the  theory,  no  donbt.  that  he  was  too  poor  a 
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man  to  go  there  and  defend  if,  and  under  tiinse  circnnistanoes 
they  would  get  the  land. 

The  Presiding  OEBcer — IE  the  Honorubb  Mausigera  propose 
to  do  that,  I  will  overrnle  the  objeotion.  I  will  tate  a  vote  of 
the  Senate,  if  it  is  required. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Manager  Huston — State  whether  you  called  iipo!] 
any  of  these  parties? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  called  upon  Hoyt  in  his  office. 

Q.  Wliat  conversation  did  you  have  with  him  ?  State  what 
Was  said. 

A,  I  aeked  him  if  he  had  this  land,  and  he  said  he  had.  I 
asked  him  if  he  knew  I  lived  on  it,  and  he  said  he  did. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  furtlier  ? 

A.  I  asked  fiim  how  much  he  wanted  for  the  land,  to  con- 
vey it  to  me ;  that  I  wanted  to  go  on  and  work  on  my  land, 
and  prove  it  up,  lie  said  he  would  not  take  less  than  sis 
hundred  dollars  for  it.  I  offered  him  two  hundred  dollars  if 
he  would  give  it  up,  rather  than  go  on  any  farther. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  ask  for  information.  Is  it  proposed  to  con- 
nect Mr.  Edmonds  with  this  matter, — ia  this  attempt  to  com- 
prociise '' 

The  Presiding  OiJicer — It  is  so  understood. 

Mr,  Shqiman — We  wil!  not  object  if  tliey  will  do  that. 

Q.— What  family  Jiiive  you? 

A.  Sis  children. 

■Q.  Have  you  any  otlier  laud  ? 

A.  I  took  ap  an  adjoining  farm. 

Q.  "What  improvement  is  there  upon  tliat  ? 

A.  Somewhere  between  fcweuty-tive  and  thirty  acre;;. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  pro]ierty  excepting  that  ? 

A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  adjoining  farm  worth  ? 

A.  I  should  not  take  less  than  one  thousand  dollars  for  it. 

<}.  That  is  all  the  property  you  have  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Mauager  Huston — I  have  a  letter  I  will  procure  while 
they  are  cross-examining  this  witness,  so  as  not  to  delay. 

CEOSS-EXAMINATIOK  OF  ADAM  WOOLOVER. 

Cross-esamineil  by  Mr.  Shipman : 

Q.  How  much  land  did  you  say  you  have  got  ailjoining  this 
piece  ? 

A.  Eighty  acres. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  it  ? 

A.  I  got  that — I  think  it  will  be  five  yearg  this  next  falJ, 
coming. 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  date  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  cannot. 

Q.  Was  it  before,  or  after  the  date  of  your  license  ? 

A.  After. 

Q.  How  long  after  ? 

A.  Nearly  a  year  afterwards. 

Q.  That  license  ia  dated  May  iDth,  18G0,  is  it  not  ? 

A.  I  don't  know.    I  don't  recollect. 

Mr.  Shipman — It  is  so. 

Q.  You  think  it  is  a  year  after  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  improvement  do  you  say  you  liave  got  on 
this  licensed  piece  ? 

A.  Eight  acres. 

Q.  Cleared? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ploughed? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  When  did  yon  do  that? 

A.  I  have  done  it  ever^since  IJIiave  been  on  it.  I  have  raised 
crops  on  it  ever  since  I  have  been  on  it, 

Q.  Cleai-ed  it  the  first  year? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  got  some  potatoes  out, 

Q,  Have  you  got  a  house  on  this  licensed  piece  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Does  it  stand  on  that  ? 
A.  Yea,  sir. 
Q.  Are  yoii  sure  ? 

A.  All  I  know,  I  run  it  through  with  a  tape  line. 
0.  It  is  pretty  neitr  the  line? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  a  barn  ? 
A.  Yes;  on  the  other  lot. 
Q.  On  the  licensed  lot  ? 
A.  Not  on  the  licensed  lot,— on  the  other  lot. 
Q.  When  did  yon  build  the  barn  there  ? 
A.  I  did  not  have  a  barn  for  a  couple  of  years  after  I  built 
on  the  other  lot. 

Q.  Have  you  cleared  this  land  any  further  this  year  or  this 
last  year,— this  licensed  land? 
A,  Yes,  I  cleared  some  last  fall. 
Q.  What  are  the  lands.    What  kind  of  timber  ? 
A.  It  is  most  all  kinds  of  timber. 
Q.  On  this  licensed  piece  ? 

A,  Most  all  kinds.    Maple,  beech,  liemloek,  basswood,  and — 

Q.  Pine» 

A.  A  litte  pine  on  one  corner. 

Q.  Only  a  little  ? 

A.  That  is  on  one  corner  of  it. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  cut  off  a  great  deal  of  the  pine  from  that  ? 

A.  Not  until  last  fall. 

Q.  How  niueh  did  you  cut  then ;  10,  or  SO,  or  100,000  feet  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  anything  about  it ;  it  is  not  meaeurod : 
it  lies  there  on  the  land,  ali  but  a  little ;  I  chucked  a  little  in 
the  creek. 

Q,  This  was  cut  after  you  had  notice  of  Cornell's  claim? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  was  cut  before,  I  think,  and  some  was  cut 
afterwards. 

Q,  How  much  cut  before? 

A.  I  can't  tell  yon  how  much. 
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y.  The  datu  i 

A.  It  was  all  buniod  down,  so  I  tlioiight !  would  have  to 
cut  it  to  keep  it  from  spoiling. 

Q.  The  dat«  of  your  proof  is  Oct.  ii8,  1871, 1  tliiiik.  You 
swore  to  it  before  the  olerk  of  Tuseolii  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  wliat  jou  did  with  the  paper  1' 

A.  The  license  ? 

Q.  Ko,  sir.    The  affidavit  that  you  had  to  swear  to  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wilder  sent  it  to  the  office,  I  tliiuk, 

Q.  You  left  it  to  him  to  send  it  down  'f 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  ho  is  an  agent. 

Q.  An  agent  ? 

A.  Of  swamp  lands, 

Q.  You  did  not  come  dowu  then  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    This  is  the  first  time  I  ever  was  here, 

Q.  Had  you  seen  Cornell  before  that  ? 

A.  I  had  not  seen  him  a,t  a!l. 

Q.  At  that  time  V 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  started  you  to  make  the  proof"  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Whtit  started  me  to  make  the  proof? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Because  my  neighbor  told  me  that  there  was  auothei- 
man  trying  to  claim  my  land ;  he  said  he  must  be  mistaken  in 
the  plat  he  had, 

Q.  "When  you  heard  of  that  you  ivont  and  made  this  proof, 
to  have  it  sent  down  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  This  paper  you  swore  to  before  Mr,  WikltL'  is  all  thi^ 
proof  you  filed  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  have  sent  a  letter  here  to  the  office  by  one  of" 
the  clerks  of  the  town.  I  sent  a  letter  to  find  out  what  there 
was  about  it. 
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Q.  I  don't  waut  the  letter.   Tlmt  U  all  the  proof  yoii  filetJ,— 
the  affidavit  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

KE-EXAllINATIOK   OI''  AUAM    WOOI^VEII. 

K«-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  GJrosvenor : 

Question.  I  did  not  understand  whether  you  lived  upon  this 
licensed  land  from  the  time  you  entered  ;  you  have  paid  the 
license  until  the  present  time 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  no  other  license,  on  any  other  place  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  your  homestead  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Shipman — AVho  is  testifying  now  ':■ 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  want  to  understand  whether  he 
has  been  living  on  this  land  continuously. 

Mr.  Shipman — T  did  not  understand  that  there  was  any 
question  asked, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— This  letter  which  1  have  I  do  not 
eare  to  read ;  it  is  a  letter  from  the  Deputy  Commissioner,  and 
the  signature  is  admitted.  It  is  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  Wilder, 
the  clerk  of  Tuscola  county. 

[The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  referred  to.] 
[exhibit  u.] 
State  uv  Michigan,  State  Land  Office,   ( 
Lansing,  November  1, 1S71.  ( 

J,  J.  WUder,  Esq.,  Garo,  Mich. : 

Dear  Sir, — Proof  of  settlement  and  occupation  taken 
before  you  to  perfect  title  to  the  S.  i  of  N.  E.  i  Sec.  35, 11  N., 
11  E.,  embraced  in  License  No.  4671,  issued  by  this  oEBee  to 
Adam  Woolover,  May  39, 1866,  has  been  received.  In  reply,  I 
have  to  say  that  by  the  provisions  of  Sec.  4,  Act  No.  339  of 
1859,  as  amended  by  Sec.  2  of  Act  No.  108  of  1861,  the 
licensee  was  required  "within  three  months  after  the  date  of 
said  License"  to  file  with  the  Commissionerof  the  Land  Office, 
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A  certificate  of  the  Supervisor,  imd  liis  own  affidavit  that  he 
was  in  the  "actual  possesaion  aud  occupancy  of  such  laud  " 
and  also  that  if  said  proof  was  not  so  filed,  the  Commisaioner 
should  sell  such  land  the  same  as  other  swamp  lands. 

It  appears  in  this  case,  that  the  terms  of  the  license  were 
not  complied  with,  and,  under  the  act,  the  claim  was  deemed  to 
he  void,  and  the  land  sold  to  S.  V.  Cornell,  Oct.  37, 1871, 
"the  same  as  other  swamp  lands."  The  sale  therefore  to 
Cornell  is  held  to  he  valid,  and  Mr.  Woolover  has  no  redress 
except  through  the  Courts. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  A.  BARNAED, 

Deputy  Govt'r. 

Mr,  Shipman — I  wish  to  state  one  misapprehension  here,  in 
regard  to  Wilder  being  agent  of  the  Commissioner.  It  is  a 
mistahe ;  he  is  not. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  suppose  he  is  what  is  claimed  to  be 
a  local  commissioner,  as  we  have  in  all  our  northern  counties. 

The  Presiding  Officer— There  is  no  proof,  as  the  Chair 
understands,  that  Mr.  Wilder  was  agent  for  the  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — From  whom  did  yon  get  your 
license  for  this  land  ? 

A,  I  forget  the  gentleman's  name  now.  It  was  at  Vasaar 
I  applied  to  him,  and  he  applied  to  the  office  to  send  it  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  rememhtr  whether  it  was  Mr.  Bartlett,  the  edi- 
tor of  the  Pioneer '! 

A.  I  cannot  tell,  it  was  so  long  ago. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — In  that  estimate  which  yon 
made  about  the  value,  I  did  not  quite  hear  it.  Did  you  esti- 
mate the  value  of  tlie  improvements  aside  from,  the  land,  or 
the  value  of  the  land  and  improvements  together  ? 

A.  The  value  of  the  land  and  improvements  together. 

Q.  What  is  the  value  of  tlie  improvements  '• 

A.  That  is  pretty  hard  to  testify. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — As  near  as  yon  can  get  at  it  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — On  the  license  piece  ? 
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A.  I  would  not  do  tiie  improvemcuts  for  $500  that  I  have 
done  on  it. 

Q.  Any  ditching  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  what  is  required. 

Q.  Any  roads  ? 

A.  Yea,  I  have  helped  make  roada. 

TESTIMONY   OF   L.    M,  WING. 

L.  M.  Wing,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Eepresentativea,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosveuor ; 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — I  reside  in  Barry  county. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? 

A,  I  have  lived  there  about  eighteen  years. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  a  man  by  the  name  of  Clark  in 
the  Land  Office,— H.  Clark  ? 

A.  I  am  not  much  acquainted  with  him.  I  have  seen  a 
man  that  bears  that  name  since  I  have  been  here  in  this  city. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  here  in  the  city  attending  as  a  wit- 
ness npon  this  trial  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Had  you  seen  him  before !' 

A.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge.  I  had  no  acquaintance 
with  him  before. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  you  received  that  letter  and  that 
cuvelope?  [Showing  witness  a  letter  and  envelope.] 

A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — AV"e  offer  this  letter  in  evidence ;  it 
is  short,  and  I  will  read  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor  read  the  letter,  as  follows : 
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[exhibit  y.] 

Statk  of  MioniGAN,  State  Lan"d  Office,  | 
Lansing,  March  12,  1872.         \ 
L.  M.  WlniJ,  Etq.,  Oi-a>igeviUe,Mic!i. 

Deab  Sib — Mr.  Bowen  desires  me  to  say  to  you  that  the  N  .E. 
i  of  N.  E.  i  of  sec.  S5  T.  2  N.  11  W.,  licensed  by  Daniel  Dawn, 
can  be  purchased  for  $50;  and  if  you  can  sell  it  for  any  advance 
upon  that,  you  can  have  one  half  of  the  margin.  Perhaps  you 
can  strike  a  customer  for  this  40,  and  make  a  little  something. 
An  early  answer  as  to  your  yiews  is  requested.. 
Verj'  respectfully, 

H.  C.  CLAEK. 
£ac/c  Box  157,  Laming,  Midi . 
Q.  W  as  that  letter  written  in  response  to  any  letter  you  haye 
ever  written  to  the  office? 

A,  No,  sir,  I  never  wrote  a  letter  to  the  office. 
Q.  Or  any  clerk  in  the  office  for  information  ? 
A,  No,  sir.    The  only  letter  I  ever  ■wrote  to  the  Ij:md  Office 
in  the  world,  I  wrote  to  get  some  blanks. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  tlo  not  care  .^bout  any  other  matter  tha:i 
this. 

By  Mr.    Managt-^i-   Hiisiou— Did    you    ever    reply    ti>    that 
letter  ? 
A.  I  did  not. 

TESTIilOSY    OF  CH-AltLES   (JOSLEI. 

Cliarles  Conley,  a  ivitness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  pai-t  and  in  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — In  Sanilac  cqnnty. 

Q.  What  township? 

A.  Township  of  Marlett. 

Q.  How  far  are  you  from  any  railroad  communication '' 

A.  It  ie  about  eighteen  miles. 
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Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  tliere  ? 

A.  I  think  six  years  in  August. 

Q.  Do  you  own  land  in  Sanilac  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  description  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  the  S.  W.  i  of  the  H.  W.  i,  See.  7. 

Q.  Look  at  tliis  paper,  and  that  will  prohably  refresh  your 
memory.  There  is  no  such  description  ae  yon  have  stated,  I 
suppose  the  description  is  the  S.  fractional  i  of  the  S.  W.  I 
Sec.  6,  town  10,  range  13  east.    Do  yon  reside  on  that  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  go  upon  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  five  years  ago  in  last  August. 

Q.  Did  yoti  have  a  license  for  that  land  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Look  at  that  paper  and  see  whether  that  is  the  license. 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  it. 

[The  license  was  admitted  in  evidence,  and  is  as  follows:] 

[exhibit  w.] 
settlers'  license  l'ndbr  act  103,  approved  march  t,  istl. 
To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come: 

Whereas,  Charles  Conley,  of  North  Branch,  in  the  county  of 
Lapeer,  has  made  application  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  Office  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  under  the  act  entitled 
'■'  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  an  act  to  provide  for  the  set- 
tlement and  drainage  of  swamp  lands  hy  actual  settlers,'' 
approved  March  t,  1851,  and  the  acts  amendatory  thereto,  for 
the  privilege  of  entering  and  settling  upon,  occupying,  drain- 
ing, and  improving  that  certain  tract  or  parcel  of  the  swamp 
lands  of  this  State,  situated  and  lying  in  the  township  of 
Marlett,  in  the  connty  of  Sanilac,  in  this  State,  described  in 
the  public  surveys,  made  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  as  the  S.  fri.  ^  of  S.  W.  fri.  i  Sec.  6,  T.  10  N.,  E.  13  E, 
containing  83  24-100  acres ;  and  lias  made  oath  to  said  appli- 
cation, as  required  by  law,  aud  agreed  for  himself,  liis  heirs, 
73 
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csecutora,  and  administrators,  to  observe  and  be  bouad  by  all 
and  eingular  the  provision  ■;  of  said  act  and  of  any  other  stat- 
ute relating  to  said  trac:,  of  land  not  impairing  his  rights 
nnder  said  act,  and  faithfully  to  abide  by,  Iceep,  and  porform, 
and  be  subject  to  all  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  present 
License,  which  issues  upon  said  application: 

Now  Know  Yc,  That  I,  the  undersigned,  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office,  for  and  in  behalf  of  the  State  of  Mich- 
gan,  do  hereby  license  and  authorize  the  said  Charles  Conley 
to  enter  and  settle  upon,  occupy,  drain,  and  improve  the  above 
described  tract  or  parcel  of  land,  containing  S3  24-100  acres, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  following,  that  is  to  say : 

Ist.  That  said  applicant  shall  enter  into  immedisite  posses- 
sion and  occupancy  of  said  tract  of  land,  and  shall  continue 
to  reside  upon,  occupy,  and  improve  the  same  for  tivo  contin- 
uous years, 

3d.  That  said  applicant  shall,  within  three  montiis  from  the 
date  of  this  instrument,  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  a  certificate  from  the  supervisor  of  the 
township  in  which  the  land  is  located,  together  with  his  own 
afBdavit,  that  he  is  in  the  actual  possession  and  occupancy  of 
an  eh  laud, 

3d.  That  in  case  it  shall  appear  that  he  was,  at  the  date  of 
said  application,  the  owner,  in  law  or  equity,  of  forty  acres  of 
land,  in  any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
his  said  application  is  in  this  behalf  willfully  and  knowingly 
false,  this  license  shall  be  deemed  void  from  the  beginning, 
and  all  his  right,  title,  and  claim  to  said  tract  shall  cease  and 
become  absolutely  null. 

4th  That  said  applicant  has  not  heretofoi'o,  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  himself  or  of  any  person  in  his  behalf,  or  for  his 
benefit,  directly  or  indirectly,  obtained  any  license  under  said 
act,  or  any  other  law  of  this  State. 

5th.  That  said  applicant  shall  not  cut,  take,  and  carry  away, 
upon  or  from  said  tract,  any  pine  timber  or  other  valuable 
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timber,  except  for  the  sole  purpose  of  clearing  said  laud  for 
actual  cultivation  ;  and  in  that  case,  so  mnch  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  improve  said  land,  and  no  moi-e ;  and  for  the  violation 
of  this  condition  he  shall  be  liable  to  all  the  forfeitures,  penal- 
ties, and  liabilities  of  a  trespasser  upon  the  State  lands,  as  is 
now  or  as  may  hereafter  be  provided  for  by  law. 

On  the  breach  of  any  one  of  which  conditions,  this  license 
is  to  be  void  and  of  no  effect  in  favor  of  said  applicant. 

And  it  is  further  provided.  That  if  said  applicant  or  set- 
tler shall  not  file  his  certificate  and  oath  of  settlement  and 
occupancy,  as  above  provided,  or  if  the  evidence  of  two  wit- 
nesses under  oath  is  furnished  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  Office,  that  the  clause  above  mentioned  to  prevent 
waste  has  been  violated,  then  his  claim  shall  be  deemed  as 
void,  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office  shall, 
from  and  after  said  time,  sell  said  land  the  same  as  other 
swamp  lands- 

The  said  applicant  is  not  at  liberty  to  assign  or  transfer  the 
present  License ;  nor  can  he  transfer  bis  possession  to  another  ; 
and  no  person  taking  posses'sion  under  him,  either  with  or 
without  his  consent,  will  acqnire  any  right  whatever  to  said 
land ;  but  in  case  of  the  death  of  said  applicant  before  the 
expiration  of  this  License,  his  heirs-at-Iaw,  if  in  the  actual 
possession  and  occupancy  of  the  tract,  will  be  entitled  to  all 
his  right,  interest,  and  estate  therein. 

And  the  said  applicant  also  stipulates  and  agrees  with  the 
State,  that  he  will  faithfully  occupy  the  said  tract  of  land, 
and  will  drain  the  same  comformably  to  the  above  mentioned 
act,  and  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  therein 
referred  to,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  title  to  said  tract,  as 
provided  by  law. 

And  in  case  the  said  applicant  shall  actually  occiipy  and  reside 
upon  said  tract  for  the  period  of  five  continuous  years,  and 
shall  in  all  things  comply  with  the  above  recited  act  of  1861, 
and  Iteep  and  perform  all  and  singular  the  provisions,  terms, 
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and  conditions  contained  in  this  present  license,  he  will  at  the 
end  of  that  time  be  entitled  to  a  certificate  of  purchase  of  said 
tract  of  land,  and  a  patent  therefor  from  the  State. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set 
my  hand  and  affixed  my  official  seal,  at  Lan- 
sing, this  fifteenth  day  of  August,  A.  I). 
1866. 

CYRUS  HEWITT, 
Commissioner  of  the  Stale  Land  O^cf- 
R.  9985.    H.  II.  Hoyt  and  C.  S.  Draper,  Dec.  30, 1873. 
Indorsement  and  filing  on  the  back  as  follou^s : 
"  Settler's  License  nnder  Act  of  1861. 
"To  whom  issued  and  the  date: 
"No.  4719.    August  15, '66. 
"$4.05.  "State  Treasurer's  Office,  I 

"  Lansing,  August  15,  1866.    \ 
"  Received  four  and  05-100  dollars,  being  the  excess  over  80 
acres  in  the  License  No.  4719  herein. 

"H.  L.  PADDAOK, 
■■  Clerk  to  the  Slate  Treasurer. 
"  Countersigned: 
"  S,  D.  Bingham, 

"Deputy  Auditor  General.'' 
Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  to  procure  your  license  ? 
A.  In  the  first  place,  I  went  to  Detroit,  to  Mr.  Wilcox. 
Q.  In  the  second  place  ? 
A.  Mr.  Manigle,  I  think,  filled  out  the  license. 
Q.  Filled  out  the  application  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Mr,  Manigle  lived  in  Koylton,  Tuscola  county  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  acres  are  there  in  your  piece  of  land  ? 
A.  83.24. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  pay,  if  you  paid  anything,  at  the 
time  you  procured  your  license  from  the  State  ? 
A.  *4.  06. 
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Q.  What  improvements  have  yon  inadu  on  that  piec;'  of 
land? 

A,  I  have  fifty  acres  chopped  and  fifteen  improved. 

Q.  What  huildings  have  you  on  the  land  ? 

A.  I  have  me  a  Louse,  that  ia  all. 

Q,  What  kind  of  a  house  ^ 

A.  A  frame  house. 

Q.  What  are  the  improvements  thiit  yon  have  made  on  it 
worth  ? 

A.  I  could,  not  say,  hardly. 

Q.  Give  us  an  estimate, — your  best  information  ? 

A.  Somewhere  near  five  hundred  dollars,  I  think  they  cost 
me, 

Q.  What  is  the  land  worth  with  tlie  improvemeiits  ? 

A,  1  calculated  it  was  worth  a  thousand  dollars, 

Q.  State  now  if  you  know  or  do  not  know  wliether  the 
State  has  sold,  or  claims  to  have  sold,  this  land  to  any  parties? 

A.  I  helieve  they  have,  sir. 

tj.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  Hoyt  &  Draper,  in  Saginaw. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  call  upon  Hoyt  &  Draper  in  regard  to  tiie 
land? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  1  saw  Mr.  Hoyt    I  did  not  see  Mr.  Drajwr, 

Q,  What  was  the  conversation  you  had  with  him  ? 

A.  I  vent  to  see  how  much  he  would  take  for  it,  and  he  said 
he  could  not  tell  me  until  he  saw  Mr.  Draper,  his  partner. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  him  afterwards? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  see  him  afterwards ;  he  wrote  mo  a 
letter,  and  said  he  would  take  seven  hundred  dollars  for  the 
eighty. 

Q.  Who  wrote  the  letter  'i 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Hoyt  did, — 1  am  not  sure. 

Q.  What  was  that  land  worth  when  yon  went  upon  ic,— when 
you  moved  on  to  the  land  ? 

A.  I  could  not  hardly  tell  how  much  it  was  worth,— proli- 
ablv  it  was  worth  fonr  or  five  hundred  dollars. 
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Q,  Was  the  township  organized  at  that  time,  in  which  the 
land  was  situated  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  far  were  you  from  any  railroad  connection  at  that 
time,  in  August^  1866  ? 

A.  About  forty-eight  miles,  I  should  think. 

Q.  What  do  yon  know  about  the  State  having  sold  this 
land? 

A.  I  wi-ote  last  winter  to  Lansing  to  find  oat  what  to  do  in 
regard  to  my  deed,  and  I  didn't  get  any  answer,  so  I  came  my- 
self, and  when  I  got  here  they  told  me  Hoyt  &  Draper  bad 
bought  it ;  that  they  sold  it. 

Q.  Who  told  you  that  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  the  man's  name — it  was  one  of  the 
clerks  in  the  office,  I  think. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  write,  when  you  wrote  to  ascertain 
what  you  were  to  do  ? 

A.  I  wrote  to  the  Land  Commissioner,  in  the  State  Land 
Office. 

Q.  State  iibout  the  time  you  wrote  to  him,  as  near  as  you 
can? 

A.  I  think  it  was  about  three  weeks  before  Xew  Years. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  wait  for  an  answer? 

A.  Three  weeks. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Was  this  conversation  with  the 
clerk  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  with  one  of  them— I  do  not  know  which  one. 

Q.  In  the  present  ofRce  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  the  new  office  here, 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — Did  you  retain  a  copy  of  the 
letter  you  wrote  ? 

A.  !No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  contents  of  the  letter,  as  near  as  you 
can  recollect  it? 

A.  I  wrote  and  asked  him  what  I  would  have  to  do  in  regaixl 
to  mv  deed. 
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y.  When  you  were  at  tlie  office,  did  yon  get  any  information 
as  to  tlie  time  the  land  was  sold  to  Hoyt  &  Draper  f 

A,  I  believe  I  did;  hnt  I  don't  recollect  now.  I  think  prob- 
ably they  got  my  letter  before  they  sold  my  land ;— T  eonld  not 
say,  but  I  think  likely,  they  did. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Did  you  deeeribfi  your  laud  to 
the  clerk, — give  him  a  specific  description  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  be  look  iu  auy  books  in  the  olHce  when  he  giive  you 
this  information  ;  oi'  bow  came  be  to  make  that  statement? 

A.  I  believe  he  did. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — This  information  yon  derived 
from  the  clerk  about  the  land  being  sold — was  tiiat  tfie  first 
information  you  had  about  its  being  sold  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  first. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OP   OHAIiLES    COKLBy. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan: 

Qiieation.  Did  you  write  that  letter? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Q.  "Who  wrote  if? 

A.  Henry  Ballard. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  ? 

A.  In  Lapeer  county. 

Q.  What  is  his  birsiness  ? 

A,  I  think  he  is  a  merchant. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  the  letter  was  ivritteu  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  was  with  him. 

Q,  Did  you  see  the  letter  dii-ected  ? 

A.  Yes,  sii'. 

Q.  How  was  it  directed? 

A.  To  the  Land  Commissioner,  State  Land  Office. 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  letter? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  direction  ? 

A.  r  saw  him  direct  the  letter, — yes,  sir. 
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y.  Did  you  read  the  direction  ? 

A.  So,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  contents  of  the  letter  read  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    He  read  the  letter  after  he  wrote  it. 

Q.  What  was  in  it? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  couid  say  what  ■svasin  it,^ — I  do  not 
remember  now. 

Q,  Give  wiiat  yon  recollect  of  the  contents  of  the  letter. 

A.  I  wrote  to  see  wJiat  I  wonid  have  to  do  in  regard  to  my 
deed. 

Q.  The  patent  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

q.  What  else  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  anything  else  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  What  kind  of  paper  did  he  write  that  letter  on  ? 

A.  I  suppose  it  was  on  writing-paper. . 

■Q.  Do  not  you  recollect  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  know  that  I  do.  particularly,  now. 

Q.  Was  it  letter-paper  or  foolscap  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  now. 

Q.  Did  he  write  on  more  than  oiia  page  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Was  the  letter  brief  ■" 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  About  how  many  lines  'f 

A,  I  could  not  say, — not  a  great  many  though. 

Q,  Whoso  name  did  he  sign  to  the  letter  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  signed  my  name  or  his.  I 
presumed  likely  he  signed  my  name. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  ? 

A,  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Did  he  give  any  instructions  hoiv  the  letter  wtts  to  be 
returned  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  AVhei-e  does  Mr.  Ballard  five  '^ 

A.  In  Lapeer  county. 
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Q.  Where  ? 

A.  In  the  north  part. 

Q.  AVherti  is  his  postoftico  addi-eaa  ? 

A.  North  Branch. 

Q,  Where  is  yours  ? 

A.  My  postoffice  adch-ess  is  Marlett. 

Q.  HiiTe  yOTi  seen  Ballard  since  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  received  an  answer  or  not  ? 

A.  I  have  seen  him  since,  but  I  did  not  ask  him  if  he  re- 
ceived anything. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whetiier  voui-  name  ivas  signed  to  that 
letter,  or  Mr,  Ballard's  'i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  get  Mr.  BuIIurd  to  write  the  letter? 

A.  I  thought  probably  he  understood  the  biisine.^s  better 
than  I  did. 

Q.  Yon  can  «Tite  "i 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Read  writing  ";■ 

A,  Borne. 

Q.  And  print  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  got  your  lieense  in  18r.6  !' 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  had  it  in  your  possession  ever  since  ':" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Kept  it  in  jour  house? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  rend  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Notice  the  conditions  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  make  application  for  your  patent 
ac  that  time,— at  the  time  yon  got  Mr.  Baliard  to  write  tlie 
letter  ? 
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A.  Well,  Mr.  Roberts  was  there,  and  was  inquiring  about 
this  piece  of  ]and. 

Q.  The  piece  you  were  on  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir;  and  he  said  reports  were  made  that  I  hadn't 
lived  on  it,  and  hadn't  made  any  improvements,  and  he  was 
sent  to  see ;  he  said  he  was  State  agent,  I  think.  So  I  mis- 
tnieted  there  was  something  wrong,  and  I  got  Mr.  Ballard  to 
write. 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  time  you  had  ever  written  to  the  Laud 
Office, — at  the  time  you  got  Mr.  Ballard  to  write  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  ever  did  before  you  came  here,  towards 
getting  yoar  patent, — your  deed  ? 

A.  I  think  so ;  I  was  here  two  years  ago  last  Ml,  and  I  was 
in  the  Land  Office,  and  I  told  them  I  was  living  on  my  land 
and  I  asked  them  what  I  would  have  to  do  in  regard  to  getting 
my  deed  when  the  time  expired,  and  they  told  me  to  write  to 
them  when  my  time  had  expired,  and  they  would  tell  me  what 
to  do. 

Q.  Two  years  ago  last  fall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  you  have  that  talk  with  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say ;  I  do  not  remember,  now,  the  time  when 
it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  ivas  the  Coinmissioner,  or  his 
Deputy  ? 

A.  It  was  in  the  old  Laud  Office. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  how  long  you  had  been  on  the  land  ? 

A.  I  told  him  I  had  been  on  it  ever  since  I  had  got  the 
license. 

Q.  Did  you  show  him  the  license  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  had  the  license  with  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  two  years  ago  last  fall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  time? 

A.  I  think  it  was  some  time  in  October  or  N  ovember— I 
am  not  certain  which. 

Q.  Yon  came  down  here  last  winter  '■: 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time. 

A.  I  left  tliere  next  day  after  Sew  Year. 

Q.  When  you  came  to  the  office,  whom  did  yon  talk  with  ? 

A.  I  talked  with  one  of  the  Land  Commissioners. 

Q.  Did  you  see  this  man  [pointing  to  Mr.  Edmonds]  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  seeing  him. 

Q.  Or  having  any  talk  with  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  AVhen  I  told  him  what  I  had  come  for,  he  told 
me  he  would  talk  with  the  Auditor  General  abont  it. 

Q.  The  Auditor  General  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  And  he  said  he  would  give  me  leave  fco  liceiise 
another  piece  of  land,  I  believe.  I  told  him  I  did  not  want 
iiny  more. 

Q.  The  man  you  talked  witii,  t»ld  you  ihe  land  had  been 
sold? 

A.  Yea,  sir, — that  the  land  was  sold  to  Hoyt  &  Draper. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  when  it  was  sold  ? 

A,  I  think  he  did, — I  do  not  recolleeC. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  before  yon  had  the  talk,  he 
said  it  had  been  sold  ? 

A.  T  do  not  recolleet,^not  a  great  while,  though, — a  few 
days. 

Q.  He  gave  you  the  date  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  He  simply  said,  &  few  days  before  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  a  few  days  before  I  saw  him. 

Q.  How  many  miles  do  yon  live  from  Ballard's  ? 

A.  Somewhere  near  nine  miles,  I  think. 
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IlE-EXAMISATION   OF  CHARLES   CONLEY. 

Ee-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 
Q.  Do  you  know  where  Eoberts  resides, — the  Mr.  Eoberts 
that  you  referred  to  ? 
A.  Well,  I  believe  he  lives  in  Saginaw. 
Q.  Do  you  know  in  whose  employ  he  was  ? 
A.  Hoyt  &  Draper's,  I  think. 
Q..  Do  you  know  his  given  name  ? 
A.  Ko,  I  do  not. 

RE-CROSS-EXAMINATIOS   OF  CHARLES   CONLBV. 

Ee-eross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  How  do  yon  know  be  is  in  Hoyt  &  Draper's 
empJoy  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  dout'fc  know,  any  more  than  what  I  have 
heard.    I  heard  he  was. 

Q.  Had  you  heard  so  at  the  time  he  was  there  ? 

A.  No.    I  did  not  hear  so  then. 

Q.  Afterwards? 

A.  I  heard  so  afterwai-ds. 

Q.  He  did  not  tell  you  so  i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  lie  lived  in  Saginaw  ? 

A.  I  think  he  told  me  he  lived  there. 

Q.  At  the  time  he  was  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  there  more  than  once  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say.    I  did  not  see  him  any  more  than  onct-. 

Q,  At  your  place  there,  and  talked  with  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  To  what  place  'f 

A.  Well,  the  first  I  saw  him  was  itt  Marlett,  about  two  miles 
from  my  place,  and  he  wanted  to  know  where  this  piece  of 
land  laid,  and  I  told  him.  This  was  on  Saturday,  and  Sunday 
morning  he  carac  over.    I  was  working  in  the  lumber  woods, 
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I  think  about  thi-ee-cjiiarters  of  a  mile  from  my  plttce,  and  lie 
eame  there ;  and  he  went  right  over  there  Sunday  morning. 

Q.  To  look  at  your  placu  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q.  The  land  jon  lived  on  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it  ? 

A.  He  wanted  to  know  how  much  I  thought  it  was  worth, 
J  told  him  I  thought  it  was  worth  a  thousand  dollars,  and  he 
gaid  he  thought  it  was.  He  said  I  hud  good  improvements, 
and  a  good  place. 

Q.  What  did  he  sity  about  your  license,  if  anything? 

A.  He  did  not  say  anything  at  all  about  it,  as  I  know  of,  in 
particular;  I  don't  know  of  anything. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  your  title  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  your  patent? 

A,  I  think  not. 

Q,  About  your  proofs  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  How  did  you  eome,  tlien,  to  ma,ke  application  for  your 
patent ;  what  was  there  in  that  conversation  that  put  you  on 
your  guard  ? 

A,  Well,  sir,  I  mistrusted  when  he  was  there  that  there  was 
something  wrong,  and  I  wrote  right  off. 

Q.  Did  you  mistrust  from  anything  he  said  ? 

A.  Well,  I  mistrusted  he  knew  there  had  been  complaint 
made  that  I  was  not  living  on  tlie  land,  or  had  noF  made  any 
improvements.    I  mistrusted  from  that, 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  he  had  heard  so  ? 

A.  He  said  reports  were  made  that  I  was  not  living  on  the 
land,  and  had  not  made  any  improvements. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  on  Sunday  or  the  Saturday  before  ? 

A.  Well,  I  think  the  Saturday  before  Sunday. 

Q.  Did  you  then  look  at  your  license  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  went  soon  afterwards  to  Ballard  ? 
A.  Well,  I  think  it  was  cither  the  next  Monday  or  the  week 
from  that  Monday,  I  went  to  Ballard. 

A!>A1I   WOOLOYER   ItECAlI.ElJ. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Hnston: 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Nelson  Roberts  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  the  gentleman  at  my  place. 

Q.  Where  does  he  reside? 

A.  I  believe  he  told  me  he  i-esided  in  Saginaw. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  whose  employ  he  is  ? 

A,  He  did  not  tell  me ;  he  told  me  he  was  a  State  officer. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  your  hind  ? 

A.  He  said  I  was  complained  of,  and  lie  had  come  to  look 
about  it ;  and  he  said  he  would  report  the  next  day ;  he  would 
go  to  Saginaw,  and  he  wonld  report  here. 

Q.  When  was  that ': 

A.  That  was  the  forepart  of  last  winter. 

Q.  Have  yon  had  any  conversation  with  Hovt  k  Draper  in 
i-egard  to  Eoberts  ? 

A.  No,  air:  I  have  not. 

TESTIMONY   OF  0BE1>  SMITH. 

Obed  Smitli,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representative.?,  testified, 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Hnston  : 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — Alpena  County. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? 

A.  Abont  thirteen  years  since  1  first  went  tbei'o ;  moved  my 
family  there  abont  eight  years  ago. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 

A,  My  profession  is  that  of  a  lawyer,  attorney-at-law ;  I 
have  followed  Inmhering,  and  building  State  roads. 
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Q.  Have  you  had  auy  business  rraiisactioiis  witli  tiu'  State 
Land  Office  during  the  ]iiat  year  ? 

A.  I  have. 

tj.  Will  you  state  wliat  tliey  wcri?  ? 

A.  It  lias  been  in  having  lands  reserved  oa  contracts  that  I 
had,  and  also  taking  patents  for  the  same  lands. 

Q.  Where  were  the  lands  that  you  had  reserved.  Have  you 
got  the  minutes  of  them  with  you  ? 

A.  They  were  generally  in  Alpena  county,  Presqiie  Isle,  and 
Sheboygan  counties. 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  minutes  of  the  lands  with  you  ? 

A.  I  have,  one  that  was  furnished  me  from  the  OfBce;  my 
minutes  are  not  correct,  from  the  fact  that  I  often  applied  for 
lands  which  I  did  not  receive  any  notice  of  thcirbeing  reserved ; 
the  consequence  was,  my  own  minutes  did  not  agree  with  these. 
These  are  the  minutes  of  those  that  were  resened  that  had  not 
been  patented  up  to  November,  I  think. 

Q.  Last  November!-' 

A.  Yes,  sir.  These  were  what  still  stood  in  reserve  to  me, — 
charged  to  me  on  the  books.  I  think  there  was  some  they  sent 
here,  however,  that  werereserved  especially  on  another  contract, 
but  this  is  a  list  of  lands  that  1  re'ceived  from  tiie  office  then 
standing  charged  to  me,  on  \-ariou3  contracts. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  this  list !' 

A.  I  got  that  on  the  29th  of  November. 

Q,  Who  furnished  you  that  list  ? 

A.  Well,  I  think  the  Depnty  Commissioner  gave  luc  that. 
I  am  not  certain,  but  I  think  Mr,  Barnard  gave  me  that ;  he 
or  Mr.  Robinson  handed  it  to  me,  and  I  don't  remember 
which. 

Q.  AVill  you  state  whether  you  have  had  auy  difficulty  in 
regard  to  these  lauds  in  the  office  sinee  that  time;  and  if  you 
have,  state  the  transaction  fully, 

A.  I  applied  for  a  patent  for  some  of  these  liinds, — ^ome 
that  were  in  the  county  of  Cheboygan. 
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tj.  The  ((ueEtioii  is  asked  mc,  whether  it  was  siiice  the  astii 
that  you  applied  foi-  it  ? 

A.  It  was  on  the  39th,  in  1871,  thut  I  made  the  tirst  appli- 
eation.    I  have  made  other  applications  since. 

Q.  These  lands  had  been  reserved  before  that  time  by  yon, 
as  I  understand  ? 

A,  They  had  been  reserved.  On  the  ^JOtli  1  made  my 
application  for  four  hundred  and  eighty  acres  of  this  land. 

Q.  On  which  page  is  the  lands  that  you  refer  to— on  the  first 
01'  last  page  ?     [Referring  to  memorandum.] 

A.  The  last  page  of  this,  included  from  there  down  [point- 
ing to  paper],  in  town  31  N,  a  E, 

Q.  Yon  read  over  the  descriptions  of  ttiose  that  yon  applied 
for  on  that  page. 

A.  The  W.  i  of  the  N.  AV.  i  of  section  i;!,  T.  31  N.  of  range 
5  E.  The  S.  i  of  the  N.  E.  and  the  E.  i  of  the  N.  W.  i  of 
14,  same  town  and  range.  The  N.  E.  i  of  the  S.  E.  i  of 
section  11,  same  town  and  range.  The  N.  W.  i  of  section  13, 
same  town  and  range.  The  X.  E,  of  the  N.  W.  of  section  15. 
same  town  and  range. 

Q.  Was  there  any  others  tliat  yon  applied  for  V 

A,  I  don't  recollect  all  that  was  in.  I  recollect  that  in  the 
same  application  there  was  some  iu  IS. 

Q.  Bead  the  description. 

A.  There  is  one  description  I  recollect :  the  S.  W,  of  the  ?s, 
E.  of  13,  town  31  N.,  range  1  E. 

Q.  Any  others  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect ;  there  was  others.  I  made  application 
in  the  same  for  others  that  I  do  not  recollect,  from  the  fact 
that  they  were  patented  at  the  time;  but  I  don't  recollect — 
yes,  I  think  there  was  one  more  "  forty  "  that  I  applied  for  at 
the  time,  which  was  not  given  me.    It  has  been  mine,  however. 

Q,  Will  yon  give  the  description  of  the  other  "  forty  ?" 

A.  The  N.  E.  i  of  the  N.  "W.  i  of  section  10,  T.  31,  8  E.  I 
think  I  applied  for  that;  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  think  I  did 
at  the  time,  and  there  wa?  others. 
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Q.  You  speak  of  applying ;  what  do  yon  mean  by  that  ? 

A,  I  applied  for  a  patent,  for  a  deed,  having  been  reser\'ed  to 
me  before.  I  applied  for  the  patent  and  was  denied,  and  there 
was  others  that  I  received  a  patent  for  at  the  time.  T  doirt 
recollect  what  they  were. 

Q.  Will  yon  state  why  yoii  were  denied  a  patent  ? 

A,  The  ground  on  which  the  denial  was,  I  got  in  part  from 
Mr.  Edmonds  in  a  written  statement  why  he  denied  it ;  at  the 
time  they  claimed  that  a  Mr.  Ripley  had  applied  for  the  same 
lands,  and  that  I  had  overdrawn  the  amount  due  me;  it  was 
on  that  ground  that  they  set  it  up. 

Q.  When  did  they  say  Mr.  Ripley's  application  was  made  ? 

A.  They  put  it  down  here  that  it  was  made  on  the  "i-Bth. 

Q.  What  month  ? 

A.  November ;  the  day  before  I  applied  to  have  tliem  pat- 
ented to  me.    These  lands  were  all  reserved  to  me  previous. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  became  of  Ripley's  application,  if 
you  Itnow  ? 

A.  About  a  month  afterwards,  the  latter  part  of  December, 
I  was  in  Lansing,  and  went  in  to  see  after  I  made  my  arrange- 
ment, and  was  informed  that  Mr.  Ripley  had  relinquished  his 
claim  to  the  lands  with  the  exception  of  some  four  hundred 
acres ;  that  he  had  relinquished  it,  and  I  could  have  it,-— some 
of  the  lands  that  was  not  stated  at  the  time.  I  asked  for  tlic 
lands  lying  in  Cheboygan  county,  and  I  was  told  that  Mr. 
Ripley  had  relinquished  liia  right,  and  a  Mr.  Hall  of  Detroit 
bad  made  an  application  for  the  same  lands,  and  that  I  must 
contest  it  wibh  him ;  advised  me  to  see  him  and  compromise 
with  him. 

Q.  What  amount  of  lands  were  applied  for,  were  yon 
informed,  by  Mr.  Ripley  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  about  sixteen  hundred  acres.  The 
clerk  drew  a  pencil  mark  along  the  edge  of  the  paper  that  he 
gave  me,  commencing  at — 

Q.  Read  the  description  where  it  commences  ? 
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A,  The  description  commeiicea  at  the  E.  ^  of  tlie  S.  W.  i  and 
the  S.  E.  i  of  the  N.  W.  i  of  section  4,  town  30,  7  E.  That 
was  the  description  where  they  commenced. 

Q.  When  you  was  informed  that  Mr,  Ripley  had  applied  for 
these  lands  and  yon  could  not  get  them,  was  there  anything 
said  to  you  at  the  office  about  your  applying  to  Mr.  Ripley? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Edmonds  advised  me  to  apply  to  Mr.  Eip- 
ley,  and  compromise  the  matter  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  do  so  V 

A.  I  did  apply  to  Mr.  Ripley  to  allow  me  to  take  a  deed  of 
forty  acres,  and  an  eighty,  that  I  was  anxious  to  take,  that  1 
had  sold.  When  I  first  went  to  the  office,  he  asked  me  if  I 
had  seen  the  Deputy  Commissioner,  naming  him.  I  told  him 
I  had  seen  him.  He  said  it  would  he  something  as  he  said 
about  it,  and  he  declined  to  give  it  to  me  at  that  time.  Hoff- 
ever,  a  few  days  afterwards,  I  saw  him  and  he  consented  that 
I  should  take  the  patent  of  the  "  forty  "  ^^^  o"^  "  eighty, "  I 
think,  if  I  recollect  right,  which  I  did. 

Q.  Yon  are  speaking  now  of  Mr,  Ripley '' 

A.  I  am  speaking  of  Mr.  Ripley, — especially  of  the  new 
claim  of  Mr.  Ripley.    I  took  those  patents. 

Q,  Now,  in  regard  to  when  Mr.  Ripley  released  his  claim, 
and  you  was  informed  that  Mr.  Hall  liad  applied  for  these 
same  lands,  what  was  you  advised  to  do.  at  the  office,  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Hall,  if  anything  ? 

A.  I  was  adrised  to  see  Mr.  Hal!,  and  compromise  the  mat- 
ter with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  sec  him  j" 

A.  I  did  not  see  him  until  after  I  had  made  other  arrange- 
ments. I  saw  Mr.  Hall  afterwards.  I  went  to  Detroit  to  see 
him,  and  did  not  find  him. 

Q.  What  other  arrangements  did  you  make  ? 

A,  I  employed  Mr.  Russell  of  Detroit,  and  Mr.  Seager  of 
this  place,  to  get  a  mandamus,  to  put  it  into  the  court,  and 
see,  for  the  puipose  of  compelling  a  patent. 
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Q.  Will  you  state  what  the  condition  of  your  account  was 
at  the  ofSee,  at  the  time  ? 

A.  Ab  they  rendered  the  account  to  me,  it  loft  ma  in  deht, 
on  five  sections,  about  twenty-one  hundred  dolhirs, 

Q.  When  was  that  account  rendered  ? 

A,  It  was  rendered  at  the  time  this  ivas  gi\en  mo,  on  the 
28th.  That  included  only  the  contracts  that  I  had  held  on 
the  road  leading  from  Alpena  to  Cheboygan.  I  also  had 
smother  contract  that  I  had  assigned  to  me  from  Mr.  Bathay. 
Taking  that  contract  also  in  the  account  they  furniahed,  we 
left  that  contract  overdrawn ;  but  I  disputed  the  account  that 
it  was  not  coiTect,  jmd  it  has  finally  heen  allowed  that  it  was 
not  correct 

Q.  Well,  how  did  it  turn  out  to  he,  when  it  was  found  to  he 
correct  ? 

A.  It  turned  out  about  four  tlionsand  dollars  the  other  ivay. 

Q.  Yonrdue? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  at  that  time.  I  am  not  positive  that  in  taking 
out  the  two  thousand  dollars  claimed  on  the  other  hand, — I 
am  not  certain  that  it  was, — I  don't  know  hut  that  had  to 
come  out  of  it ;  I  have  not  examined  it  fai"  enough.  The  matter 
has  finally  heen  settled,  and  I  don't  recollect  the  circumstances 
as  well  as  I  otherwise  should. 

Q.  When  was  Mr.  Hall's  application  made  ? 

A,  Well,  I  did  not  know  anything  ahoufc  tho  application 
itntil  the  last  of  December,  when  I  came  in  and  stated  that  I 
would  take  a  deed  of  what  lands  I  had  in  Cheboygan  county, 
The  Deputy  Commissioner  then  informed  me  that  Mr.  Hall 
had  applied  for  the  same  lands. 

Q.  What  time  ? 

A.  And  he  put  it  down  in  here  Novemhcv  34,  some  four 
days  before  Mr.  Ripley's  application. 

Q.  How  long  before  yours  ? 

A.  Oh,  when  my  application  was  made  for  the  patent,  the 
lauds  were  reserved  to  me. 
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Q.  Yes,  I  know  that;  but  how  long  before  yoii  applied  for 
the  patents  did  they  tell  you  that  Mr.  Hall's  application  was 
made? 

A.  Five  days  before. 

Q.  "Was  there  anythijig  said  to  yoii  when  you  ivas  there  ou 
the  39th  day  of  November  in  regard  to  Mr.  Hall's  application  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  there  was  nothing  eaid  to  me.  I  also  examined 
the  maps,  and  examined  as  they  were  put  down.  I  found  no 
name,  except,  I  think,  it  was  "  H.  E.,"  put  in  initials ;  that  was 
Mr.  Ripley,  however.  The  initials  were  put  above  mine  on  the 
same  lands.  Tliere  was  no  other  name  at  that  time  on  (he 
maps. 

Q.  The  question  is  asked  again,  when  it  was  tliat  you  exam- 
ined the  plats  and  found  no  names  on  the  plats  except "  H.  E."' 
above  yours? 

A.  On  the  29th  of  November. 

Q.  Did  j'on  examine  the  plats  afterwards  and  find  5Ir,  HalTs 
name  ? 

A.  I  did,  I  think  about  the  last  of  December, — perhaps  the 
last  "Wednesday  in  December,  I  think  it  was,  that  I  was  here, 
and  found  Mr.  Hall's  name  on  the  lands  lying  in  the  county  of 
Cheboygan. 

Q.  "Was  it  tlie  Deputy  or  tlie  Commissioner  advised  you  to 
see  Mr.  Hall  ? 

A.  They  both  of  them  ;  I  don't  know  as  the  Deputy  did. 
Mr.  Edmonds  liimself  advised  me  to  see  Mr,  Hall,  and  I  could 
compromise  witli  him.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  the  Depnty 
advised  me  to  do  that  or  not. 

Q.  What  were  those  lands  worth, — that  sixteen  liuudred 
acres  ? 

A.  'Well,  I  valued  about  a  thousand  acres  of  them;  con- 
sidered them  worth  five  dollars  an  acre.  We  have  sold  some  of 
them  since  for  seven  or  eight  dollars.  I  think  they  will  aver- 
age five  dollars  an  acre,  what  we  got  there. 

Q.  You  say  you  sold  the  lands  since.  To  whom  have  these 
lands  finally  been  patented  ? 
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A.  They  have  been  patented— seven  hundred  and  sixty 
acres  of  them  have  been  patented  to  me,  and  some  of  them 
have  been  patented  to  Mr.  Horn,  of  Cheboygan. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Horn  ? 

A.  He  is  a  man  that  looked  up  these  lauds.. — lias  an  interest 
in  the  lands  in  Cheboygan, 

Q.  To  whom  has  the  balance  been  patented  V 

A.  To  myself;  and  those  we  sold  to,  I  don't  recollect. 
Wilson,  I  recollect  for  one,  and  some  others. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  your  last  patents  ? 

A.  The  last  patent  I  got  yesterday. 

Q.  Have  yon  got  the  assignment  of  Bathay's  contract  with 
yon? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not ;  I  thought  1  had  it,  but  it  is  filed  in 
the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  it  was  assigned  y 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  day;  I  think  it  was  the  last  of 
August  or  the  first  of  September. 

Q.  1871 ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  as  near  as  my  recollection  serves  me. 

Q.  What  contracts  did  you  have  afc  the  time  tliese  reseiTa- 
tions  were  made,  Mr.  Smith  ? 

A,  I  had  five  different  contracts,  either  taken  by  myself  or 
taken  by  assignment,  on  the  Au  Sable,  Alpena  and  Duncan 
TOad,  Bo-called, — the  State  road.  There  were  five  of  tliem 
altogether. 

Q.  Was  the  scrip  that  you  speak  of,  or  the  credit  that  you 
speak  of  having  in  the  ofRce  on  the  39th  of  November,  as 
shown  by  the  corrected  statement, — was  it  matured  or  unma- 
tured scrip,  as  it  is  termed  ? 

A.  Part  of  it  was  matiired  and  part  unmatured ;  there  was 
about,  according  to  the  statement  given  me, — there  was 
between  twenty-ftve  and  twenty-six  hundred  dollars  of  matured 
scrip  upon  the  five  contracts  that  I  first  mentioned;  there 
was,  however,  afterwards  allowed  on  the  same  contracts — found 
to  te  diie  on  the  same  contracts — four  hundred  on  one  and 
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eight  hundred  and  forty  on  another,  over  and  ahova  what  they 
had  set  down,  making  something  over  three  thousand  dollars, 
— making  about  three  tbousand  seven  hundred  dollai's  due,  I 
think,  as  ueai"  as  my  recollection  serves  me  now, 

Q.  How  many  different  statements  of  your  account  did  you 
get  from  the  office  hefore  they  got  it  correct  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  tliat.  I  liave  not  got  it  correct  yel.  T 
thiok  I  have  had  two  or  three. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  state  to  the  Court  fully  tlie  efforts  you 
made  to  get  this  matter  closed  up,  and  to  get  yonr  account  ? 

A,  I  spent  several  days  here  and  in  Detroit,  at  different 
timeB, — came  here  ou  purpose  to  see  to  it,  and  by  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Russell  and  Mr.  Seager,  I  got  Mr.  Edmonds  to  agree  to 
submit  the  matter  to  the  Attorney  General.  I  made  a  state- 
ment of  fact,  and  I  asked  several  questions  that  were  submit- 
ted for  his  decision.  The  decisions  are  on  tile  in  the  office, 
and  wlien  we  got  them  Edmonds  stated  that  lie  did  not 
fee!  himself  hound  to  abide  them ;  that  he  would  take  the 
matter  into  consideration  afterward.  He  did  so,  and  finally, 
some  time  in  March,  I  got  a  patent  for  the  lands  in  Cheboygan 
county,  and  since  I  came  Jicre  this  time  I  have  got  a  patent 
for  the  other  480  acres,  that  I  applied  for  at  that  time,  that 
were  in  dispute.  Those  were  the  only  lands  that  were  in  dis- 
pute. 

Q   What  has  it  cost  you '' 

A,  I  have  not  kept  auy  strict  account  of  the  expenses. 
Coming  backward  and  forwai-d  has  been  considerable  expense 
to  me,  and  my  time  I  consider  worth  something. 

Q   State  the  amount? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  my  attorney  will  cliarge  me.  'L'iiat 
is  something  I  have  not  yet  settled. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object  to  that.  Tlie  bill  of  an  attorney 
ought  to  be  coneidej-ed  a  private  matter,  and  should  not  bi.' 
brought  out  in  the  Senate. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  immaterial..  A  Senator  has 
sent  the  following  question,  which  the  Secretary  will  read. 
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The  Seci-efcary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 
"  Question— Did   yovir  reserratious  at  any  time  exceed  the 
amount  of  your  unmatured  scrip  ?" 
A.  No,  it  did  not. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION'   OF   0]iED    S.UITII. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  Will  you  state  when  you  first  began  to  work  as  a 
contractor. 

Anawer.  If  you  ffill  allow  me  to  look  at  the  memorandum 
of  some  lands  I  located,  I  cau  tell  you, 

Q.  Certainly ;  anything  to  refresh  your  memory. 

A,  I  commenced  about  the  1st  of  Aiigiist,  1809. 

Q.  Had  you  more  than  one  contract  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  the  assignment  was  perfected  on  the 
second  one.  I  had  an  assignment.  I  do  not  thhik  it  wag  per- 
fected at  that  time.    I  think  not. 

Q,  How  lai"ge  a  contract  was  your  first  one  ? 

A.  It  was  for  thirteen  miles  of  State  road ;  750  acres  to  the 
mile. 

Q.  You  had  a  contract  at  that  time  in  process  of  assign- 
ment ? 

A.  I  had  another  one  in  process  of  assignment.  I  was  at 
work  on  it  by  myself,  by  agreement  for  $3,000  for  a  mile  and 
a  half. 

Q.  Your  second  contract  was  for  $2,000  ? 

A.  It  was  $2,000. 

Q.  When  did  yon  have  another  contract  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  day  on  which  that  contract  was 
finally  passed  here.  The  contract  was  finally  made  up  even, 
after  I  had  finished  the  work.  I  had  made  a  contract  with  the 
locaJ  commisaioner.  Finding  that  a  mile  and  a  half  did  not 
cover  the  swamp  that  I  was  making  it  throngh,  they  conse- 
quently gave  mo  another  half  mile,  for  which  I  received  $550. 

Q.  That  was  your  third  conti-act  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir,  that  was  the  third  contract,  I  think  tiic  next 
yeai"  I  will  not  be  certain. 
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Q,  When  did  you  enter  into  yoiir  fourth  contract — about 
when  ;  we  do  not  care  to  3>e  accurate  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  Jnne,  1870,  as  near  as  my  recollection 
serves  me, 

Q,  What  was  the  amount  of  the  contract  ? 

A.  There  wei-e  two  contracts  taken  at  the  same  time.  One 
was  four  miles  at  11,000.  or  1,000  acres  a  mile,  I  cannot  recol- 
lect which. 

Q.  And  the  other  ? 

A.  The  other  was  for  nine  miles.  It  proved  to  be  nine 
miles  and  a  half,  and  eight  rods  over.  Ifc  was  taken  at  $1,600 
a  mile. 

Q,  That  is  your  best  recollection  with  regard  to  the  trans- 
action ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, — two  sections  a  mile.  That  was  it,  $1,600  a 
mile. 

Q.  Had  you  any  other  conti-aets  ? 

A.  No  other  contract  until  I  received  the  assignment  from 
Mr.  Bathay,  of  the  contract  for  the  other  road. 

Q,  AVliat  was  the  extent  of  the  Bathay  contract  :■' 

A.  It  was  the  uniinished  road, — 28  miles,  I  think. 

Q.  Yon  will  get  at  it  this  way.  What  were  you  entitled  to 
for  the  portion  of  the  Bathay  contract  assigned  to  you  ? 

A.  About  $33,000,  I  think  it  was.  It  is  impossible  forme 
to  recollect  the  exact  amount,  from  the  fact  that  I  have  no 
minutes;  bnt  I  think  it  was  about  $39,000. 

Q.  Was  the  Bathay  contract  assigned  to  yon  previous  to 
November  29, 'U? 

A.  Yea,  sir,  some  two  or  three  months.  I  think  it  was 
assigned  to  me  the  last  of  August. 

Q.  Had  you  had  any  land  reserved  to  you  on  the  Bathay  con- 
traet'previoua  to  November  39,  '71  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  had  some  reserved  to  me  on  a  special  aiTunge- 
ment  with  Mr.  Bathay,  before  the  final  acceptance  of  my  assign- 
ment and  the  bail  I  put  in. 
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y.  What  reservations,  which  you  had  made  on  the  Batliay 
contract,  up  to  Kovemher  20,  Trere  made  on  the  special  arrange- 
ment with  Bathay  ? 

A.  After  the  assignment,  the  contract  was  considered  sis 
mine,  hot  there  was  some  arrangement  made  at  the  time.  We 
made  new  arrangements  with  Bathay,  by  his  order. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at,  is  this :  When  were  the  iirst  res- 
ervations made  on  the  Bathay  contract,  in  your  own  name, 
and  on  your  own  behalf? 

A.  I  am  unable  to  say. 

Q.  Was  it  previous  to  the  39tli "' 

A.  Oh,  yes ;  previous  to  the  29th. 

Q.  In  mating  the  reservations  in  the  Land  Office,  under 
these  various  contracts,  is  the  contract  designated,  under  which 
the  reservation  is  made  ? 

A.  Tfot  many  of  them.     Some  ai-e,  and  some  are  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  fact  with  your  contracts  ? 

A,  In  the  first  place  they  were  designated,  some  few  of  them, 
and  then  the  order  was  given,  and  simply  on  my  "  contract," 
or  " contracts,"  just  as  I  happened  to  make  it;  but  some  of 
them  were  given  specifying  the  contract  in  some  particular 
cases,  and  some  were  not. 

Q.  Will  you  describe  to  tlie  Senate  Iiow  tiiese  reservations 
are  made? 

A.  They  are  made  by  request  to  have  the  laud  reserved. 

Q.  What  kind  of  reijuest, — in  writing,  or  verbally  ? 

A.  Writing,  always.  I  don't  think  thei-e  were  any  reserva- 
tions made  to  me  except  what  were  made  in  writing.  T  do 
not  think  there  were.    I  do  not  recollect  of  ever  having  any. 

Q.  Wore  not  a  large  portion  of  your  reservations  made  upon 
special  contracts  ? 

A,  No,  they  were  not.  I  think  the  lai'gest  proportion  of 
them  were  made  simply  to  "  reserve  to  me."  The  accounts 
were  all  kept,  and  as  I  took  patents  they  were  taken  from  dif- 
76 
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I'erent  orders  that  I  had  from  the  Commissioner,  and  audited 
by  the  Board  of  Control, 

Q,  Are  not  these  accounts  in  tlie  Land  Office  kept  separatelj- 
with  each  contract  ? 

A.  I  think  they  informed  me  not,  in  my  ease.  I  tldnk 
Edmonds  told  me  they  were  not.  They  should  have  heen  eo,  1 
think  he  said,  hut  were  not  kept. 

Q.  A  general  account  was  kept  with  you  J* 

A.  I  have  never  examined  the  books,  so  that  1  eaiiuot  eayiu 
what  manner  the  books  were  kept  I  can  only  say  what  I  have 
been  told.  I  was  told  by  Edmonds  that  the  account  was  kept 
against  me  until  the  other  contracts  were  finally  accepted,  and 
then  that  he  altered  the  arrangement  and  kept  the  account  of 
the  Bathay  contract  separate,  and  that,  in  fact,  I  suppose  was 
the  first  cause  of  the  difBeulty. 

Q.  In  making  your  reservation,  did  you  make  any  distinc- 
tion between  matured  and  unmatured  scrip  ? 

A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  You  made  yonr  reservations  irrespective  of  whethej'  your 
credit  had  matured  or  not  ? 

A.  Always.  I  never  intended  to  reserve  after  I  iiad  matured 
scrip.  I  Ecnt  for  the  patent  direct,  I  did  not  intend  to.  i 
found  out  I  had  done  so  in  one  or  two  instances. 

Q.  When  was  it  you  first  had  any  difficulty  with  the  Land 
Office,  with  reference  to  your  account  ? 

A,  November  39th. 

Q.  Had  there  been  any  account  rendered  you  Jit  the  ofiice 
previous  to  that  time  ? 

A.  I  tliink  a  Deputy  Commissioner  sent  me  a  little  state- 
ment some  time  in  March,  1871.  I  think  he  seut  me  one  and 
a  letter,  stating  that  be  did  not  consider  that  I  could  reserve 
lands  on  matured  scrip ;  that  so  much  of  my  scrip  had 
matured,  and  I  had  reserved  lands  to  the  amount  of  the 
unmatured  scrip. 
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Q.  He  sent  a  letter  in  March  to  you  ? 

A,  I  think  he  sent  it  to  me  some  time  in  March. 

Q.  1871? 

A,  I  do  not  know  but  that  it  was  earlier  than  that.  1  recol- 
lect reading  such  a  letter  a  few  days  ago,  In  looking  over  the 
jiapers. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  bring  tho  letter  with  you  ? 

A.  I  might  have  brought  it,  but  I  think  not.  1  took  the 
ivhole  bundle  out  of  my  satchel,  and  left  them  Iiome  on  ac- 
count of  their  weight. 

Q.  On  November  29th  you  came  here  ? 

A.  Yes  sir,  I  came  here  on  tlie  38th, 

Q.  Spent  several  days  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  how  many  days,  I  went  to  Detroit 
and  came  back  here. 

Q.  That  was  the  time  you  looked  over  your  account  with 
the  Commissioner  and  clerks  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  that  was  tlie  time  they  told  you  you  had  over- 
run the  account  due  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  books  with  them ;-' 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  I  examined  any  books  in  the  office. 
I  i-eqnested  different  accounts.  They  were  made  in  different 
ways.  They  were  finally  made  up,^ — ^the  amount  of  the  ac- 
count,— not  the  reservations,  however.  They  made  up  the  ac- 
counts, and  the  amounts  that  had  been  paid  me,  by  issuing 
patents,  and  by  an  entry,  called  selling  scrip, — my  orders. 

Q.  AVho  made  those  accounts  for  you  ? 

A.  I  saw  several  clerks  there.    I  do  not  know  their  names. 

Q,  Do  you  know  Robinson,  the  book-keeper  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  know  him. 

Q.  Did  he  make  the  account  for  you  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  he  made  them  or  not,  I  don't 
think  he  did.    I  think  not. 
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Q.  Now,  in  reserving  the  lands  on  your  contracts,  did  yon 
give  orders  to  other  men  to  reserve  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wei-e  they  eJititled,  under  these  orders,  to  reserve  land.s 
in  their  own  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  entitled  to  reserve  lands  np  to  a,  eor- 
tain  amount,  if  they  chose. 

Q.  "Within  certain  limits  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Did  yon  gi\-e  any  orders  to  any  man  t,o  reserve  lands  iu 
jour  name  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  giving  any  to  reserve  in  my  name 

Q.  Do  you  thiuk  you  gave  orders  to  men  to  reserve  lauds  in 
their  own  names  under  each  of  yonr  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  under  the  general  contracts.  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  designated  any  particnlar  contract  in  those  orders,  but 
generally  wrote  them  in  this  way:  "Allow  so  and  so  to 
reserve  such  lands  as  they  may  designate,  to  the  amount  of 
1,000  acres,  and  charge  to  my  contract."  That  had  been  the 
practice  in  charging  lands. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Smith,  did  you  not  find  this  to  be  the  faet,^ 
November  29th,  when  yon  were  looking  over  tJie  lands, — that 
many  of  those  orders  were  only  partly  draivn  or  signed  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  some  of  them  not  at  all. 

Q.  And  some,  where  yon  had  given  orders  for  lands  of  a 
thousand  acres,  they  had  only  reserved  four  or  five  hundred 
acres. 

A.  Some,  not  more  than  eighty  or  forty  perhaps, 

Q,  Did  yon  not  give  a  great  many  of  those  orders  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  as  I  had  given  more  than  two  of  those 
orders,  except  orders  that  carried  the  scrip, — the  orders  that 
carried  on  them  the  right  to  patent  these  lands.  TJie  orders  I 
had  given  were  charged  to  me,— those  were  correct. 

Q,  These  others,  whei-e  you  had  given  orders  to  reserve  lands 
on    unmatured  s^crip,   and   they  had  not  reserved   up  to   the 
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amount  of  the  order,  did  not  the  Commissioner  teli  you  that 
he  felt  bound  by  that  order,  and  the  man  to  whom  you  had 
given  the  order  could  demand  the  land  of  him,  and  did  he  not 
take  out  the  whole  order  from  your  account  ? 

A.  He  did  so ;  tiiat  was  it.  He  took  out  the  whole  order : 
that  was  the  way  it  was  done  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  not  that  what  made  the  discrepancy  between  your 
account  and  his  ? 

A,  That  and  81,750  charged  to  my  contract, — the  Bathay 
contract  I  think, — said  to  be  due  to  Mr.  Preston,  which  iie 
denied.  Mr.  Preston  told  me  he  had  no  account  here  or 
anything  of  that  kind,  and  had  not  had  for  two  years  past. 

Q.  11,750  •! 

A.  I  think  it  was^l,750,  or  something  there, 

Q.  Charged  to  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  favor  of  Mr.  Preston  V 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  David  Pi-eaton,  of  Detroit. 

A.  Yes,  sir,  David  Preston,  the  hanker. 

Q.  Was  that  charged  to  the  Bafchay  contract,  after  fcliat  con- 
tract was  assigned  to  you  ? 

A.  I  never  knew  when  it  was  charged,  but  the  first  1  over 
knew  of  that  was  when  it  was  put  in  my  account.  The  account 
furnished  me  was  the  first  I  knew  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Then  the  balances  on  these  orders  and  the  amount  charged 
to  the  Bathay  contract,  in  favor  of  Mr.  Preston,  was  what  made 
the  difference  in  the  account  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  all,— $l,3i0  on  the  otiier  contracts,  that  was 
also  left  out. 

Q.  What  was  there  about  that  ? 

A.  There  was  $+00  that  was  duo  on  the  contract  and  had 
been  audited;  $400  of  the  audited  account  had  not  been  filed 
in  the  offlce, — was  left  in  the  oflSce  of  tlie  Commissioner  of 
State  Eoads  by  mistake, — but  it  was  still  due  on  that  contract. 
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Q.  Of  that  $400,  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  had  no 
notice  ? 

A.  They  hud  the  contract  in  their  office.  The  contract  was 
filed  in  their  office  to  show  how  much  I  had  a  right  to. 

Q.  Yon  say  the  $400  that  was  audited  was  left  with  the  Com  - 
missioncr  of  Swamp  Roads  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  no  credit  any  way,  cither  niiitnred  or  un- 
matured, and  the  other  $400  was  an  allowance  on  the  nini' 
miles  near  Cheboygan. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  tliat  allowance  on  the  Cheboygan  con- 
tract? 

A.  On  surveying  the  road  and  finding  there  was  that  much. 

Q.  "Which  overran  the  original  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  the  Commissioner  any  notice  of  it  ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  he  had  anything  but  a  verba!  notice.  1  had 
sent  to  him  to  that  effect. 

Q.  There  was  $400  of  that !' 

A.  $840  of  that. 

Q.  Of  the  surveys  on  the  Cheboygan  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  That  went  to  make  up  the  difference  between  you  and 
the  Commissioner? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  yon  state  how  much  land,  which  you  had  resenctl. 
had  been  marked  up  to  Ripley  on  the  29tli  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  about  1,600  acres ;  it  may  be  more  and  it 
may  be  less.  I  have  got  it  right  here;  it  can  be  easily  looked 
lip. 

Q.  It  cannot  vary  much  from  that  ? 

A-  I  do  not  think  it  will  vary  much. 

Q.  Very  well,  we  will  leave  it  right  there,  then.  Did  the 
Commiseioner  state  to  you,  at  that  time,  on  what  contract  he 
marked  those  lands  up  to  Mr.  Ripley  ? 

A.  He  stated  that  the  lands  were  overdrawn,  and  the  con- 
seqaeiice  was,  he  considered  they  were  in  the  market. 
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Q.  How  did  he  get  at  the  lauds  that  were  overdrawa, — did 
he  take  any  of  your  lands  anywhere,  that  yon  had  reserved  i* 

A.  I  suppose  that  they  called  that  the  amount  of  what  I  had 
scrip  to  pay  for.    I  supposis  thoy  did. 

Q.  Taking  them  in  the  order  of  the  date,  a^  the  account 
says? 

A.  Yes.    I  think  that  was  the  way  they  were  taken. 

Q.  He  took  your  reservations  in  the  order  of  their  date, 
down  to  the  time  that  they  showed  to  have  amounted  to  that 
contract? 

A.  Yes,  I  suppose  that  is  the  way. 

Q.  That  is  what  the  statement  shows  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  ail  below  that  he  said  he  considered  in  the  market  \ 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Taking  the  last  land  that  you  had  marked  up  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  taking  the  Bath  ay  contract, — throwing  thatout 
He  said  it  would  be  tested,  and  he  would  look  into  it.  He  did 
finally  look  into  it,  and  gave  me  a  patent  for  them. 

Q.  Ripley  looked  into  it  ? 

A,  No,  sir.  The  Commissioner  looked  into  it.  He  handed 
Mr.  Seager  a  patent  for  that  in  Cheboygan  county,  and  after  I 
came  away  this  time,  after  hearing,  he  gave  me  a  patent  for  the 
last. 

Q.  The  steps  which  you  took  to  procure  a  mandamus, — was 
that  with  reference  to  the  land  that  was  marked  to  Ripley  ? 

A.  It  was  in  reference  to  all  that  they  held. 

Q.  Had  you  not  already  compromised  with  Ripley  for  the 
land? 

A.  Ko,  sir ;  I  never  got  anything  from  Ripley.  He  released 
me  forty  acres,  as  a  matter  of  favor,  1  suppose ;  and  the  other, 
I  went  down  \a  see  him  the  second  or  third  time,  and  I  offered 
him  one  hundred  dollars  to  release,  on  account  of  a  man's 
snpposing  that  he  had  a  deed  to  the  land,  and  commenced  cut- 
ting some  timber  on  it,  which  I  had  to  stop. 
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Q.  But  I  understand  that  of  all  the  land  to  Eiplej',  you  ooly 
got  forty  acres  back. 

A.  I  gave  him  one  hundred  dollars,  then  I  offered  him  two 
hundred  dollars,  and  he  refused  to  receive  it.  Then  I  told 
him  I  would  proceed  as  I  did  with  the  others,  and  that  I  got  a 
deedfor  the  other  day.  Aff«r  hearing  from  the  Commissioner, 
he  concluded  I  ivas  entitled  to  it  under  the  ruling  of  tiie 
Supreme  Coui-t. 

Q.  In  what  case, — wljut  ruling  of  the  Siipi-eme  Court  did 
you  consider  yourself  entitled  to  it  under  'i 

A.  Well,  the  case  in  the  Upper  Peninsula.  T  forget  tlie 
case. 

Q.  The  parties? 

A.  It  was  a  county  against  the  State. 

Q.  Houghton  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  that  was  tlie  case.  1  considered  tiiat  I 
had  a  right  to  select  the  laud. 

Q.  Tlie  County  of  Houghton  vs.  The  Commissioner  of  the 
State  Land  OfRce ;.  is  that  the  case  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is,— that  had  something  on  the  subject ;  and 
another  case.  He  considered  Ripley  had  not  made  a  proper 
aplication  for  tlie  land. 

Q.  Yon  have  finally  got  all  the  land  you  asked  patents  lor  ? 

A.  Yos,  I  have  got  all  the  land  I  wish. 

Q.  The  lands  that  were  marked  np  to  Hall.— that  you  bad 
i-eserved,— how  many  acres  was  there  of  those  ? 

A.  I  think  something  over  one  thousand  acres. 

Q.  Have  yon  got  all  of  tliem  hack  ? 

A.  I  have  not  got  all.  There  is  some  that  there  is  u  discrep- 
ancy in  the  title  of,  from  the  L'nited  States  to  the  State.  There 
are  some  of  the  lands  that  were  reserved  to  me,  that  tliero  is  ii 
defect  ill  the  title  of. 

Q.  As  between  you  and  Hal!, — it  is  all  right  ? 

A.  As  between  Mr.  ITall  and  me.  I  have  a  patent  for  all 
the  lands  ho  reserved. 
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Q.  Did  Mr.  Hal]  agree  to  i-elease  ? 

A.  He  did  not  agree  to  release ;  but  lie  said  hi;  would  if  ho 
found  it  was  correct,  and  I  understood  at  tlie  ofBce  that  he 
had  rpleased.  I  don't  know  as  he  ever  told  me  that  he  would 
release  or  not :  and  I  don't  know  bat  he  did,  I  don't  recollect. 

Q,  When  was  it  that  the  questions  were  submitted  to  the 
Attorney  General  ? 

A.  I  think  about  the  first  of  Januai-y,  if  I  recollect  right 

Q.  Who  wrote  out  those  questions  ? 

A.  I  wrote  them  out  myself. 

Q.  And  you  submitted  whatever  questions  you  then  desired? 

A,  I  made  a  statement  of  the  facts,  and  made  a  question  to 
each  statement,  and  submitted  them  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  You  say  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Genend  lias  been 
filed? 

A.  Yea ;  Mr.  Edmonds  requested  the  opinion  of  the  Attor- 
ney General.  I  did  not  make  any  request  of  the  Attorney 
General ;  he  made  it  himself. 

Q,  On  your  written  statement  ? 

A.  Yes ;  he  made  a  written  request. 

Q.  "Were  these  lands  which  wei-e  marked  up  to  Hall — which 
yon  found  marked  up  to  Hall, — any  portion  of  them  the  lands 
that  had  been  marked  up  to  Eipley  ? 

A.  Yes  ;  the  same  lands. 

Q.  One  thousand  acres  of  the  sixteen  hundred  acres? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  examine  all  of  those  lands  on  the  39th  of 
November  ? 

A,  I  cannot  say  that  I  did  all  of  them.    I  did  most  of  them, 

Q.  Are  you  sure  there  were  any  marks  on  the  land  excepting 
the  initials  "n.E.?"' 

A.  I  think  there  was  no  other.  I  asked  the  clerk — he  was 
showing  me  the  blanks— if  they  were  all  in  that  situation.  He 
said  they  were ;  and  I  think  I  stopped  then.  I  think  there 
was  one  map  that  he  had  not  looked  over.  I  asked  him  if 
they  were  all  in  the  aime  situation,  and  he  said  they  were. 
77 
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Q.  When  did  you  again  inspect  the  maps,  and  find  tliom 
marked  to  Hall  ? 

A,  About  the  last  of  Dkcember  or  tho  first  of  January. 

Q.  What  was  the  mark  that  indicated  they  were  marked  up 
to  Hall? 

A.  "0.  H."  or  "E-  H.";— "E.  il.;'  I  think. 

Q.  His  initials,  as  you  understood  ic  then  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  The  Deputy  Commissioner  marked  these ;  he 
marked  these  in  a  different  way, — he  said,  Mr.  Hall.  When  I 
applied  for  these,  he  said  I  could  not  get  them  at  present,  they 
wonld  have  to  be  looked  into,  and  he  marked  them  in  this 
way:  he  put  tliat  mark  on.  [The  witness  here  exhibited  a 
paper  containing  some  checks  in  pencil.] 

Q.  It  has  a  pencil  cheek  opposite '! 

&.  Yes,  sir ;  he  marked  them  in  that  way,  and  the  other 
was — all  of  them  being  claimed  by  Ripley  ;  that  was  the  first 
mark. 

Q,  Uow,  I  understand  you  that  on  this  account  which  was 
rendered  you  by  the  Commissioner  or  Deputy,  was  marked  a 
check  with  a  pencil,  on  the  land  that  had  been  reserved  to 
Hall? 

A.  The  lands  claimed.  He  said  tiiey  were  not  rosoryed, 
but  they  were  only  marked  for  Hall,  above  me. 

Q.  On  bis  application  V 

A.  Yes,  sir;  his  name  was  simply  put  on  there,  and  they 
were  to  be  acijudieated  afterwards. 

Q.  You  said  you  had  the  written  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sioner concerning  the  matter. 

A.  I  have  one  here  among  these  papers. 

Q.  Will  yon  let  me  see  that  ? 

A.  [Wbile  searching  for  the  paper.]  Some  of  these  appli- 
cations were  made  infonnally, — they  were  asked  verbally, — the 
question  whether  I  could  have  those  afterwards,  and  I  was  told 
I  could  not  have  them,  and  when  I  concluded  to  get  the  man- 
damus I  went  hi  and  made  a  formal  application,  and  got  a 
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formal  decision  0!i  the  back  of  it.  Here  ifc  is,  1  had  in  my 
pocket. 

Q.  Did  yoii  not  state  tliat  there  were  two  or  three  accounts 
that  were  made  ont  to  you  by  the  Land  OfSce  ? 

A.  I  got  one  account  made  out  in  the  first  place. 

Q.  State  how  many  you  have. 

A.  There  was  one  made  and  then  another  made  on  the 
Bathay  contract,  and  then  there  is  two  or  three  made  out, 
including  all  the  other  contracts  as  they  occurred  along. 

Q.  Where  are  those  statements  ? 

A.  The  statements,  I  think,  are  in  Alpena,  I  may  hare 
one  of  them  here.    I  don't  know  whether  they  are  or  not. 

Mr.  MeGowan — We  shall  want  these  statements.  We  shall 
claim  we  are  entitled  to  them. 

Witness — I  will  bring  them  in  as  far  as  i  have  them,  or  1 
will  go  after  them  now. 

Q.  Where  are  the  contracts  filed  and  kept  between  contract- 
ors and  the  State  ? 

A.  I  think  they  ai'e  kept  in  the  Land  Office.  I  think  they 
are  copied  in  that  way,  and  I  think  tiiere  is  a  copy  kept  in 
the  State  Road  Commissioner's  Office,  I  think  they  file  either 
a  copy  or  the  original  with  the  Laud  Office,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling — 

Q.  That  does  not  make  any  difference  what  for.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  original  ia  filed  in  the  Road  Office,  and  all  there 
is  any  record  of  in  the  I^and  Office,  it  ia  for  his  own  con- 
venience ? 

A.  I  don't  know ;  I  know  when  I  look,  that  I  always  find 
the  copy  there  in  the  Land  Office,  or  the  original  copy.  I 
don't  know  why  they  are  put  there ;  for  I  don't  know  enough 
about  their  way  of  doing  business  to  know. 

Q.  Was  it  not  claimed  by  the  Commissioner  at  the  Land 
OfBce,  after  he  received  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General, 
that  there  was  a  conflict  between  that  opinion  and  the 
Supreme  Court  ? 
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A.  I  don't  recollect  of  him  claiming  anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  He  had  said  to  you  that  he  did  not  feel  that  he  was  bound 
by  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  ? 

A.  He  said  he  did  not  feel  himself  bound  by  the  decision  of 
the  Attorney  General. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say,  in  addition  to  that,  that  it  was  in  conflict 
with  the  decision  of  tlie  Supreme  Court  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  all  that  was  said,  I  I'ccolloct  of  citing  the 
decision.    I  found  a  certified  copy  of  it. 

Q.  Then  the  diffei-euces  between  you  and  ,the  Commissioner 
were  both  differences  of  fact  and  differences  of  law  ? 

A.  Yes,  a  difference  of  law  and  opinion. 

Q.  Ton  talked  upon  the  decision  of  the  Kupremc  Court 
bearing  upon  the  question  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  that  he  contended  that  that  did  not 
refer  to  my  case  at  all.  I  think  that  was  his  opinion.  His 
adyice  to  me  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Hall  and  compromise  with  him. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  in  regai-d  to  the  law  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  order  of  parties  where  they  had  not  drawn  the 
full  amount  ? 

A.  Yes,  tliat  was  the  greatest  contest  we  had, 

Q.  There  was  no  question  there  but  what  they  iiad  drawn 
the  amount  of  their  order  ? 

A.  There  was  no  question  but  that  was  indorsed  upon  the 
orders  as  they  had  then.  They  had  not  done  so  before,  and  I 
objected  because  the  account  had  been  entered  before  the  lands 
were  charged  to  mo,  or  the  persons  who  were  sent.  On  some 
occasions  the  largest  amount  of  land  had  been  charged.  It 
was  generally  in  this  way :  "  Paid  to  L.  M.  Mason  fifty  dol- 
lars."' If  there  was  no  charge  made  until  they  applied  to  me 
for  the  order  to  have  a  patent  changed,  they  did, — and  that 
had  always  been  the  former  practice,  until  that  time.  I  ob- 
jected to  charging  of  the  orders  while  there  was  nothing  on 
them,  on  the  ground  that  they  never  took  any,  and  I  was 
entitled  to  go  along  with  it.     It  should  not  be  charged  to  me. 
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It  was  the  deciaioQ  of  the  Attorney-G^eneral,  that  the  lauds 
ahonld  be  charged  to  the  order.  The  practice  of  the  office — of 
Mr.  Edmonds — previous  to  this  decision  was,  that  if  you  send 
an  application  for  one  thousand  acres  of  land,  lie  would  only 
reserve  the  "forty"  to  you,— that  was  all. 

Q.  After  that,  he  did  charge  up  the  whole  one  thousand 
acres? 

A.  I  know  he  charged  me  with  the  whole  order. 

Q,  If  you  sent  him  an  order  for  one  thousand  acres,  he 
wonld  charge  you  the  whole  amount  ? 

A.  If  I  sent  to  have  such  an  amount  charged  to  me,  he 
charged  mc  with  the  whole  order,  which  never  had  been  doue 
before  that.    That  was  the  amount  of  it. 

Q.  He  contracted  with  you,  then,  that  he  would  be  liable  to 
the  man  up  to  the  amount  of  the  whole  order? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  whether  he  made  that  assertion  or  not. 
J  don't  recollect  about  it. 

Mr.  McGowan — The  testimony  of  this  witness  in  connection 
with  the  Land  Office,  covers  a  good  deal  of  time,  and  it  is  go- 
ing over  a  subject  that  is  somewhat  intricate,  involving  the 
examination  of  a  good  many  records  and  files.  It  is  possible 
that  we  may  want  to  recall  him  again.  We  will  now  omit  the 
balance  of  the  cross-examination,  and  reserve  the  right  to  re- 
call him. 


r   OF   OBED    HMITH. 

Ke-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 
Question.  Have  you  that  statement  ? 
Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  desire  to  put  this  statement  in 
evidence. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  will  mark  it. 
The  following  h  a  copy  of  the  statement: 
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[exhibit  X.] 
Ob  ED  smith's  rbsehvation. 
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Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  if  yon  ever  saw  the  application  of  Mr, 
Hall,  that  was  made  for  these  lands,  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  as  I  did,    i  believe  I  did,  too,  Jiiially. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  application  is  in  the  oifice 
now,  or  not  ?    Have  yon  had  any  information  regarding  it  ? 

A.  I  understood  that  it  was,  not  a  groat  while  ago,  when  I 
got  the  patent. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvonor— I  desire  jiermission  to  recall  Mr. 
Wing,  in  regard  to  a  matter, 

L.   SI.   WINCi   RECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor : 
Question — Are  you  acquainted  with  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Bowen  ? 
Answer — I  am,  somewhat. 
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Q.  Where  did  yon,  first  sec  him  ? 

A.  At  my  house  in  Barry  county. 

Q.  When  ? 

A.  I  think  that  it  was  in  February,  1.S72. 

Q.  Before  j'ou  received  tliis  letter  tliafc  you  have  had  liere? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wliatwashis  business  there  "' 

A.  He  was  looking  out  some  land,  i^o  I  nnderstood  at  (hi; 
time. 

Q.  State  lands  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Had  he  a  description  of  any  swamp  lands? 

A.  Not  as  I  know  of. 

tj.  Did  he  make  any  iufjuiry  in  relation  to  any  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  conversation  with  him  in  relation  to 
the  land  referred  to  in  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  t!iat  ? 

A.  I  understood  he  had  been  looking  out  some  lands.  I 
knew  the  section  of  country  tliat  it  lay  in,  and  it  was  very 
poor  land,  and  I  rather  jokingly  said  to  him:  "Stranger,  if 
you  wish  to  purchase  any  more  such  land  as  that,  I  can  tell 
yon  where  you  can  get  a  forty-acre  lot  for  fifty  dollars.  It  is 
State  land,  and  you  can  purchase  it  for  fifty  dollars."  He 
asked  me  what  kind  of  land  it  was,  and  I  said  it  was  not  very 
good  land  to  settle  on, — it  was  better  to  trade  on, — and  if  he 
was  a  trading  man,  it  might  pay  him  to  buy  it  to  trade  on. 

Q.  What  "  forty  "  did  you  refer  to  ? 
A,  I  forget  the  description  of  it  exactly.    It  is  in  the  town- 
ship referred  to  in  my  letter.    It  is  in  town  3  north  of  11  west. 
Q.  Did  you  make  any  request  of  him  to  ascertain,  and  give 
you  any  information,  from  the  office,  relating  to  that  land  ? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q,  Did  you  know  at  that  time  chat  he  was  a  clerk  in  the 
Land  Office  ? 
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A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  le.tni  the  fiict  tliat  lie  wa^  a  clerk  in 
the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  I  firsi}  learned  the  fact  so  that  I  knew  it  positively,  when 
I  saw  him  there,  which  was  on  Monday. 

Q.  You  saw  him  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  on  Monday. 

'Q.  Did  you  recognize  him  as  .being  the  same  man  you  saw 
at  yottr  place  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  have  no  questioua. 

TESTIMONY   OP  JAMES  T.  MUNROE. 

James  T.  Munroc,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  esainined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  hy  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 
•Question.  "Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  Li  Eagle,  Clinton  county. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  William  A.  Barnard,  Deputy 
Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  ? 

A,  I  am,  some;  I  have  seen  him  several  times. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  been  acquainted  with  him  ? 

A.  Somewhere  about  a  year  and  a  half,  I  should  say. 

Q.  Have  yon  had  any  business  transactions  with  him  in 
connection  with  lands  ? 

A.  Well,  somewhat. 

Q.  Will  yon  state  whether  yon  ever  purchased  any  land  of 
him ;  when  it  was  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  February  that  the  imtent  was  made  out. 

Q.  What  year  ? 

A.  1871. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  you  saw  Mr.  Barnard? 

A.  Well,  I  saw  him  one  evening  in  Seager's  office.  T  w;is 
talking  with  him. 
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Q;  Is  Mr.  Seager'e  office  iu  Lansing  ? 

A.  Yes,  Bir;  and  I  saw  him  iii  the  old  State  IIou?e, 

Q.  That  is,  the  oW  offices  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  talk  you  ha<.l  with  him  In  regard  to  the 
land? 

A.  Well,  I  was  talking  with  him  about  trading  hirn  a  horse 
for  some  lam],  and  I  lookod  at  the  land  and  made  a  trade  with 
him. 

Q.  Where  was  the  land? 

A.  Well,  that  is  the  patent, — I  think  it  ia  in  the  town  of 
Alba. 

Q.  What  county  ? 

A,  Saginaw  county. 

Q.  What  is  the  land  worth  ? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  don't  know  what  it  is  worth. 

Q.  In  your  judgment? 

A.  I  think  I  offered  it  for  eight  hundred  dollars.  The  land 
was  not  calculated  to  be  worth  that  when  I  got  it,  of  course. 
Perhaps  it  would  not  bring  that  now, 

Q.  State  to  the  Court  fully  your  transaction  with  Mr.  Bar- 
nard in  regard  to  this  piece  of  land. 

A.  I  traded  him  a  horse  for  the  land.  He  went  down, — I 
think  he  said  Mr.  Hewitt  owned  the  land, — I  don't  know  as  he 
did, — and  saw  him  at  the  Lead  of  the  stairs,  in  the  old  State 
Offices.  He  asked  me  if  my  horse  was  out  at  the  post.  I  told 
him  it  was,  and  we  rode  down  to  Mr.  Hewitt's.  He  stopped  there 
a  moment  and  we  made  the  trade,  and  he  s«nt  me  the  patent. 

Senator  Ball— What  was  that? 

Witness — He  rode  down  to  Mr.  Hewitt's  bank,  1  think,  and 
we  made  the  trade,  and  he  got  a  boy  to  go  down  and  fetch  the 
horse  back,  and  he  sent  me  a  patent  for  the  land. 

Q.  Did  you  go  into  the  bank  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  don't  know  what  was  done  there  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Is  this  the  patent  you  refer  to  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— We  offer  in  eyidenee  the  patent. 
The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  body  of  the  patent : 
[exhibit  t.] 
No.  22879. 

Whereas,  Cyrus  Hewitt,  of  the  county  of  Ingham,  Mich., 
on  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  January,  IfiTl,  purchased  from 
the  State  of  Michigan,  etc. 

And  wheras,  the  said  Cyrus  Hewitt  has  paid,  etc.,  the  sum 
of  fifty  dollars  and  all  legal  interest,  etc.,  as  appears  by  the 
certificate  No.  9005,  for  swamp  land.  Said  certificate,  etc.,  has 
been  duly  assigned  to  James  T.  Munroe,  of  Clinton  county, 
Mich.  Now,  therefore,  I.  Henry  P.Baldwin,  Governor, etc.,  do 
issue  this  patent,  etc.,  tinto  the  said  James  T.  Munroe,  etc., 
the  following  piece  of  land,  etc. : 

The  northeast  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  section 
twenty  (20),  in  township  ten   (10)  north,  of  range  four  (4) 
east,  containing  forty  (40)  acres. 
Dated  at  Lansing,  this  twenty-first  day  of  February,  1871. 
HENRY  P.  BALDWIN. 
Sam'l.  H.  Row, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  State. 
Becorded  Boob  37,  page  175, 
Indorsed  on  the  back,  as  follows : 

"Eegistei-'s  Office,  Saginaw  county,  es.  Efioeived.  for  record 
May  18,  A.  D.  1871,  at  9  o'clock  A.  M.,  and  recoi-ded  in  Deeds 
66,  page  618. 

"J.  K.  STEVENS, 

"  Register." 
Q.  Did  Mr.  Barnard  inform  you  what  interest  Mr.  Hewitt, 
had  in  that  land,  if  any  ? 
A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Did  he  inform  you  on  whose  scrip  it  was  reserved,  if  it 
was  reserved  at  all? 
A.  I  don't  think  there  was  anything  said  about  that 
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Q,  What  was  the  horse  worth  that  you  gave  Mr.  Barnard  for 
the  land  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  it  was  wortii. 

Q.  "What  did  yon  call  it  wortli  ? 

A.  I  called  it  worth  one  thousand  dollars.  I  belieye  he 
talked  about  $250  or  $300.    I  don't  know  any  thing  about  it. 

Q.  The  patent  was  dated  the  31st;— how  long  was  it  Irefore 
that  that  yon  made  the  trade  ? 

A.  Just  about  that  time.  I  don't  remember  exactly  whetfier 
it  was  dated  the  day  we  made  the  trade. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  abont  the  S.  ^.  of  the  N.  E.  i  of 
the  K.  W.  i  of  the  N.  E.  -J-  of  section  13, 13  N.,  10  E.,  T  think 
it  is? 

A.  I  think  I  owned  it. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  buy  that  ISO  acres  ? 

A.  Mr.  Barnard;  I  think. 

Q.  When  waa  it  you  bought  that  of  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  About  that  time. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  for  t!iat  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know.    I  got  it  in  one  deed. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  same  trade  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  any  of  this  laud,  land  that  had  been  licensed  ? 

A.  I  think  not.  Well,  I  think  this  piece  in  Saginaw  county 
had. 

Q.  Were  there  improvements  on  it  ? 

A.  There  were  ten  acres  cleared.  There  were  no  fences  on 
it.    It  was  not  fenced  in, — or  it  was  not  this  spring. 

Q.  In  what  county  is  the  other  land  ? 

A.  Montcalm,  I  think,— 12-10. 

Q.  Have  yon  the  patent  for  the  land  in  Montcalm  county  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have,  at  home. 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  it  was  conveyed  to  you  by  Mr. 
Barnard,  or  by  the  State  ?  Or  was  it  in  the  same  form  of  this 
other  patent  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  from  the  State. 
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Q.  What  did  you  pay  the  State  of  Michigan  for  this  130 
acres  of  land,  if  you  paid  the  State  anything  ? 

A.  I  made  the  deal  with  Mr.  Barnard,  I  said. 

Q.  Yoo  paid  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  The  land  in  Montcalm  county  ie  10  W.  instead  of  10  E., 
is  it  not? 

A.  I  do  ]iot  remember — it  is  10-12, 1  think. 

Q.  It  is  in  Montcalm  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  question  in  regard  to  your  title,  since 
you  got  jonr  patent  from  the  State,  to  the  land  in  Saginaw 
county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  understand  there  has. 

Q.  Who  is  it  questions  your  title  ? 

A.  I  went  down  to  see  the  land  this  spring,  and  there  is  a 
Dutchman  says  he  owns  it, 

Q.  Do  you  liuow  whether  lie  is  the  man  to  whom  the  State 
licensed  the  land  ? 

A.  He  said  he  was. 

Q.  How  long  ugo,  did  you  understand  that  he  had  licensed 
that  land  ? 

Mr.  Shipman— We  have  allowed  them  to  go  reasonably  far. 
We  object 

The  Presiding  OflBcer — That  is  not  within  the  rule. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  since  you 
traded  with  him  with  regard  to  this  being  licensed  land  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Barnard  said  it  had  been  overlooked. 

Q.  How  long  ago  did  he  say  it  was  licensed  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  he  said.    He  might,  and  might  not. 

tj.  Did  he  say  whether  it  was  or  was  not  licensed  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  about  that. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it  ? 

A.  He  said  ho  owed  me  forty  acres  of  land, 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  him  to  mean,  wheji  he  said  he 
owed  yoii  forty  acres  of  land  ? 
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A.  He  said  that  land  was  overlooked ;  it  had  been  taken  up, 
and  had  not  been  entered  on  the  books,  I  think  he  said, 

Q.  Have  you  and  Mr.  Barnard  arranged  the  matter  between 
you  ? 

A,  No.  air. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OF   JAMES  T.    MUSROE. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipman: 

Question — Did  you  understand  that  the  Dutchman  that 
you  spoke  of,  had  a  a  patent  for  that  land  ? 

Answer — I  do  not  think  he  said  he  had  a  patent ;  I  think  be 
said  he  had  taken  it  up  from  the  State  as  a  homestead  claim. 

Q.  Did  you  not  understand  from  some  conversation  that  a 
pat«nt  had  been  issued  for  that  land,  and  that  it  was  marked 
up  on  the  books? 

A.  I  understood  it  was  not  marked  up  on  the  books ;  it  had 
been  overlooked,  or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  It  was  a  mistake  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  understand  that  this  land  that  yon  got  of  Mr. 
Barnard  belonged  to  him,  or  to  some  one  else  ? 

A.  I  tliink  that  belonged  to  Mr.  Hewitt. 

Q.  You  went  down  to  Mr.  Hewitt's  for  some  purpose  ':■ 

A.  He  stopped  there  as  we  drove  down ;  we  drove  down  to 
the  livery  stable,  and  be  stopped  at  the  bank  a  moment  and 
then  came  on. 

Q,  Did  yon  understand  whether  Mr.  Jiarnard  was  getting 
land  from  Mr.  Hewitt  on  a  contract  ? 

A.  I  did  not  understand  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  Mr.  Hewitt  had  it  reserved  oti 
a  contract  ? 

A.  Afterwards  I  asked  Mr.  Barnard  about — 

Q.  What  did  lie  say  about  it  ? 

A.  I  think  he  said  that  Mr.  Hewitt  patented  it ;  I  won't  be 
sure ;  it  read  so.    I  did  not  ask  him  why  it  was  transferred ;  it 
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was  made  out  in  Hewitt's  name  and  transferred  ti>  me.  I  do 
not  remember  what  lie  did  say, 

Q.  Did  you  get  aH  this  laud  at  the  same  time  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  one  transaction. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  gave  all  the  land  for  the  horse  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whetlier  any  of  the  papers  were  issued  to 
Mr.  Hewitt,  or  in  Hewitt's  name  ? 

A.  They  were  not. 

Q.  Did  the  title  come  directly  to  you  from  the  State  ? 

A.  I  guess  one  of  them  came  from  Hewitt? 

Q.  In  whose  name  was  the  patent  that  wa.s  offered  in  evi- 
dence ? 

A.  Cyrus  Hewitt's, 

Q.  You  have  no  other  patents  hero  ? 

A.  I  have  them  at  home  ? 

Q.  In  whose  name  are  those, — the  same  as  this? 

A,  I  think  they  are  made  out  from  the  State  to  me. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  the  dates  of  them  ? 

A.  I  do  not.    It  is  about  the  same  time. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  them  all  in  one  package  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  what  the  arrangement  was  Iwtweeu 
Barnard  and  Hewitt ;  you  heard  none  of  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

^  About  the  improvements  on  this  land  ? 

A.  Ten  acres  look  as  though  they  had  been  cleared  once  ; 
but  it  was  not  fenced  in  the  spring. 

Q.  Was  that  the  piece  of  land  the  Dutchman  was  on  ? 

A.  He  was  ou  the  other  foriy.  He  was  not  on  that.  He 
.  to  come  on   it,  and   moved   on   to  another  forty 


Q.  That  patent  says  that  the  land  was  entered  by  Cyrus 
Hewitt,  and  that  you  are  the  assignee  of  Hewitt  ? 
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A.  It  was  transferred  to  me. 

Q.  Will  it  be  any  trouble  for  you  to  Bond  the  patents  here  ;-' 

A.  2so,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  think  the  horse  was  worth  $],000  'f 

A.  I  would  not  take  any  less. 

Q.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  that  horse  was  sound  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — la  not  that  going  a  little  too  far  ? 

KE-EXAMIN.ITION   OF   JAMES  T.   MDNEOE. 

Re-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — What  papers,  if  any,  did  Hewitt  deliver  to  you  ? 

Answer — Not  .any. 

Q.  "Whether  you  have  purchased  any  lands  of  any  one  else 
in  the  ofiBce  except  Barnard  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Purchased  any  other  lands  escept  those  yoii  have  stated, 
of  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  When  was  it? 

A,  About  that  time. 

Q.  Where  were  they  ? 

A.  I  think  80  acres  in  Duplain,  Clinton  county. 

Q.  A  part  of  the  same  transaction  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  kind  of  lands  were  those  ? 

A.  Swamp  lands. 

Q.  State  swamp  lands? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  licensed  land  ? 

A.  Noj  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Have  yoii  got  that  patent  with  you  ? 

A.  I  have  those  together,  I  think. 

Q.  Yon  will  send  that  in  when  you  send  the  other  to  the 
Secretary  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Have  you  purchased  any  othei'  land  at  any  other  time 
from  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  bought  8ome  lancl  that  I  had  a  ivarriinty  deed  for ;  not 
from  the  State  though, 

Q.  When  did  yon  buy  that  ? 

A.  About  tbat  time. 

Q.  What  kind  of  laud  was  that  ? 

A.  Well,  I  had  a  warranty  deed  of  Mr.  Barnard  for  that.  I 
called  it  swamp  land, — I  don't  know. 

Q.  Where  is  that  land  ? 

A,  It  is  iu  Sunfleld,  Eaton  county,  I  think. 

Q.  Give  ue  the  description  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  could. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  of  that  class  of  lauds  tliat 
ivere  originally  State  swamp  lands  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  or  not.  I  think  perhaps  it 
was,  though. 

Q.  Did  M]-.  Barnard  tell  you  from  whom  he  had  the  land  V 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  did. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it  ? 

A,  X  sent  for  an  abstract  of  title,  and  I  did  not  get  a  chain 
of  title,  and  Mr,  Barnard  did,— or  I  understood  so ;  I  was  sat- 
isfied, at  least. 

Q.  Have  you  got  that  abstract  with  yon  '^ 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  have  or  not.  [Looks  for  it,]  1 
have  not  got  it  here.  I  have  it  at  liome.  I  think  it  is  with 
the  rest  of  my  papers. 

Q.  You  will  send  the  abstract  wiien  you  send  the  deeds,  will 
you? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  purchased  any  other  lauds  of  Mr.  Barnard  r* 

A,  I  think  that  is  all. 

Q.  Is  that  all  at  that  time,  or  have  you  purchased  any  before 
or  eince  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

:9 
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Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  ali. 
Mr.  McGowan — We  have  no  questions. 

TESTIMONY   OF   ItlCHAED   S.   THOMAK. 

Itichard  S.  Thomas,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  exam- 
ined on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  EepreseiitatiTes, 
testified  as  follows: 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosveiior: 

Question — Mr.  Thomas,  where  do  you  reMide  ? 

Answer — In  Portland. 

Q.  In  this  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  Ionia  county. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  Dealing  in  pine  lauds  and  I'arming  lands. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  so  engaged  ? 

A.  Abont  twenty-one  years. 

Q.  Continuoasly  ? 

A.  Well,  off  and  on,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  entered  lands  at  the  State  Land  Office  during 
that  time, — this  State  Land  Office  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  for  myself. 

Q.  Have  you  entered  any  land  in  this  State  Land  Office  for 
yourself,  during  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  any  lauds  for  others  ? 

A.  I  have  entered  lands  in  the  State  for  myself  aiut  others 
with  me, — not  for  myself  individually. 

Q.  For  yourself  itnd  others? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  State  whether  you  have  been  iu  the  habit  of  having  lands 
marked  to  yon — reserved  to  you— in  this  office  't 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  for  you  aud  another  'r 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  for  your  use  and  your  benefit  in  the  name  of  another? 

A.  No  sir.    I  have  had  lands — mv  business  has  been  done 
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through  Mr.  Hewitt,  the  banker,  here.  When  I  am  awuy  in  the 
"  hush,"  I  notify  him  to  hold  such  lands  for  me ;  and  how  he 
does  it  I  don't  know ;  but  I  can  generally  get  the  lands  that  1 
apply  for. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  knds  reserved  for  yon  on  the  Otli  of  March 
last? 

A.  I  applied  to  Mr.  Hewitt  to  hold  me  cei-tain  lands  last 
March, — on  the  9th  of  Marcb, 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  thoso  lands  were  reserved  for  you 
on  the  books  of  the  office  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  never  lookv 

A.  No,  sir,  I  never  clid. 

Q.  Wei-e  you  never  informed  by  the  clerks  in  the  office  that 
they  were  reserved  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Ilewitt  about  it,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  had  done  it, — that  ho  had  reserved  it  for  mc, 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  or  Mr. 
Eobineon  about  their  being  reserved  for  yon  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  not  aa  I  know  of. 

Q.  Call  yotir  recollection  vip. 

A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  mind  of  ever  having  any  conversation 
with  them  that  they  were  reserved  for  him,  as  1  know  of, 

Q.  Abotit  their  being  reserved  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  All  tlie  conversation  we  and  Mr.  Barnard  liad 
about  it  was  that  Mr,  Turner  was  mad  at  me  bocausL'.  I  had 
sold|them. 

Q.  No,  sir.  After  Mr.  Hewitt  said  be  would  reserve  them 
did  not  yoii  apply  to  Mr.  Baruard  to  kno«'  whether  they  were 
reserved  for  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  he  inform  you  tliat  it  was  all  right  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  What  lands  did  you  ask  to  have  reserved  on  the  0th  of 
March. 

A.  In  23-10. 
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Q.  What  is  the  description  ? 

A.  I  coTiM  not  tell  yoii,  sir;  1  have  not  got  my  book  with 
me. 

Q.  Were  they  not  in  sections  10  and  11  in  that  town, 

A,  33-10,  W.,  north.    Clam  Lake  is  in  the  township. 

Q.  Was  there  not  ten  or  eleven  forties  reserved  for  you  at 
that  time  ? 

A.  That  I  have  given  the  description  to  Mr.  Hewitt. 

Q.  Ten  or  eleven  forties? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  what  township  was  that  in  ? 

A.  In  29-10  W. 

Q.  They  were  reserved  there  in  the  name  of  Mr,  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  think  so ;  that  is  the  way  I  find  all  ol" 
them. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  purchase  those  lands  afterwards  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q,  Did  you  ask  Mr.  Hewitt  to  apply  for  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Who  got  those  lauds  ? 

A.  I  was  informed  a  man  by  the  name  of  Dodge  gob  tliem 

Q,  Did  you  have  any  talk  in  the  office  about  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  only  with  Mr.  Barnard,  Mr,  Barnard  spoke  to 
me  and  said  that  Dodge  had  applied  for  that  land ;  that  Jim 
Turner  accused  me  of  taking  it — 

Q,  Was  not  that  upon  the  occasion  of  your  applying  for 
this  land? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  asked  Mr.  Baa'oard  the  cjuestion  after  he  told 
me,  says  he,  '■  Have  you  sold  any  land  in  town  33, 10  ?"  Says 
I,  "  No,  sir.':  "  Well,"  says  he,  "  Jim  Turner  accuses  you  of 
taking  it  and  selling  it  out  to  Dodge,  here  in  town,"  That 
was  all  that  over  was  said,  I  went  and  saw  Mr.  Turner  and 
had  a  talk  about  it. 

Q.  Did  not  you  come  to  this  city  on  pui'pose  to  enter  this 
land  about  the  9th  or  10th  of  April  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 
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Q,.  Did  yon  have  any  talk  witli  Mr.  Clark  about  these  lands 
in  the  ofBce  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  air.  Mr.  Turner  told  mo,  ■when  I  went  to  see  him, 
that  he  thought  it  was  Mr.  Clark  who  was  the  one  that  had 
sold  the  lands,  and  I  accused  him  of  it,  as  Turner  was  living 
here,  and  he  denied  it.    That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Q.  Did  not  you  talk  with  him  in  the  office  about  it  ? 

A.  Ko,  sir ;  it  was  outside  on  the  street. 

Q.  Or  out  of  the  office  ? 

A.  It  was  outside  on  the  street.     1  met  him  on  the  street. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  some  severe  talk  with  him  ? 

A,  No.  I  just  talked  to  him ;  just  as  I  state  now.  I  accused 
]iim  of  stealing  the  lands,  and  he  said  he  did  not  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  it. 

Q.  That  you  call  a  mild  conversation  ?  Did  yon  get  those 
lands  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yoxi  apply  for  them  I' 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  Mr. Hewitt,  for  yon? 

A.  No,  sir.  not  after  that.  Not  after  I  ascertained  they  were 
gone, 

Q.  How  did  you  ascertain  they  were  gone  ■■ 

A.  lu  the  way  I  mentioned  afc  first. 

Q.  "Well,  just  state  it;  so  that  we  may  know  how  you  ascer- 
tained these  lands  were  gone. 

A.  Mr.  Barnard  accused  me  of  stealing  them.  Jlr.  Turner 
liad  accused  me  of  selling  the  minutes  to  Dodge. 

Q.  Jnst  state  it  fully,  so  that  we  can  imderstand  it. 

A.  Well,  that  is  all  the  conversation  that  happened ;  then  I 
went  and  saw  Mr.  Turner. 

Q.  Mr.  Barnard  accused  you  of  selling  these  lands  ? 

A.  The  minutes;  that  Turner  had  said  so. 

Q.  What  did  Mr,  Turner  know  about  the  miuutea  ? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Barnard  told  him. 
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Q.  Ilowdid  Mr.  Barnard  know  anything  about  the  raiiiutes? 

A.  I  don't  know  any  more  than  that  sir. 

Q.  Yon  and  he  never  had  ha*!  any  talk  abouf  the  minntos, 
had  you  ? 

A.  No  sir. 

Q.  There  was  no  arritngeineiit  l^etwecti  yoti  and  Bariiai^d  'i 

A.  No. 

Q.  To  furnish  him  minutes!-' 

A.  No  sir. 

Q.  You  never  talked  with  Barnard  about  this  V 

A.  No,  sir,  only  at  that  time  when  ho  mentioned  if. 

Q.  Never  before  ? 

A.  No  sir. 

(J,  How  often  had  Mr.  Hewitt  resenxd  lauds  for  yon  ? 

A.  Woll,  he  has  done  it,  off  and  on,  for  four  or  five  years. 

Q.  Hiw  he  any  during  the  year  1811  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  amount  'i 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  exactly. 

Q,  Well,  as  near  as  yon  can  estimate  it  ? 

A.  l^'onr  or  fire  thousand  acres. 

Q.  Who  were  interested  in  those  lands  besides  yourself  ? 

A.  Mr.  John  Charlton,  J,  Blake  Walters,  John  Padden, 
Urow  11, Monroe,  and  Monroe  Smith,  Clear  Creek  comity,  Penn- 
sylvania, and  E.  W.  Thompson. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  apply  to  him  to  reserve  yonr  lands? 

A.  To  who  ? 

Q.  To  Mr.  Hewitt. 

A.  Because  he  was  a  banker  here,  and  I  most  generally  de- 
posited what  money  I  would  have  sent  me  from  those  parties, 
to  enter  land  with  him,  and  I  take  an  interest  with  them. 

Q.  Were  you  to  pay  anything  for  these  accommodations  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  much  have  yon  paid  him  during  1811  'i 

A.  I  conld  not  tell  you  exactly. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object. 
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The  Presiding  Officer — I  do  not  sec  that  the  evidence  is 
material. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  you  will  not  go  uny  further,  ive  will  witli- 
draw  the  objeetiou. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — "We  propose  to  follow  this  right  up, 
and  to  show  the  arrangement  between  this  man  Hewitt 
and  this  witness,  and  we  propose  afterwards  to  connect  Mr. 
Hewitt  directly  witli  this  office,  and  we  propose  to  show  fur- 
ther that  while  this  man  did  his  husiness  directly  with  Mr. 
Hewitt,  that  Mr.  Hewitt  was  tho  man  through  whom  the  busi- 
ness was  done  in  the  office. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  hour  of  13  A.  M.  liaving  arrived, 
the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Coiirt  of  Impeachment,  will  take  u 
recess  until  two  o'clock  P.  M. 


Lansing,  Wednesday,  P.  M.,  May  8,  1872. 
The  Wenate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President, 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 
Roll  called :  a  quorum  present. 

TESTIMONY   OP   EICHARD  8.  THOMAS,   CONTINUED. 

Esamination  of  Richard  S.  Thomas  resumed  by  Mr.  Manager 
tJroBvenor : 

Question — Before  jou  were  subptensed  in  this  case,  do  jou 
recollect  haying  a  conTersation  with  me  in  the  room  adjoining 
the  State  Library? 

Answer — Yes.  sir. 

Q.  About  this  matter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Had  you  before  that  had  a  eonversiition  with  Mr.  Baker 
upon  the  same  subject  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Had  you  made  any  statement  to  him  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  had  or  not 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  whether,  after  talking  with  joii,  I 
did  not  make  a  memoriindtim  of  what  yon  had  said  at  the 
time? 

A.  I  do  not  romomber  whether  yon  made  a  memorandum  or 
not. 

Mr.  Shipman — The  question  is  answered.  This  is  a  matter 
that  transpired  witliin  a  very  few  days, — a  matter  between  the 
Manager  and  witness,  and  ive  do  not  know  how  it  affects  the 
case  ;  and  we  therefore  object  to  it  as  immaterial. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  will  state,  that  the  Managers  are 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  answers  of  this  witness:  The  object 
of  this  inquiry  is  to  lead  him  to  the  conversation,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  read  a  memorandum  I  made  at  the  time,  and  read  to  him 
after  I  had  made  it, — to  refresh  his  recollection. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object  to  the  question.  This  is  a  matter 
which  ought  not,  it  seems  to  ns,  be  settled  here.  If  he  wishes 
to  refresh  the  witness's  recollection,  lie  can  do  so  in  a  private 
room.  It  is  not  a  matter  for  the  Court  to  determine.  The 
evidence  here  shonld  be  such  as  will  bear  upon  the  issue,  as 
we  understand  it.  IVe  consider  this  immaterial  and  there- 
fore object. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  do  not  understand  how  the  gen- 
tleman can  anticipate  that  this  testimony  will  not  bear  upon 
the  issue,  if  the  witness  states  what  the  Managers  believed  he 
would  state  when  they  subpcenaed  him.  It  is  only  upon  the 
ground  tliat  it  is  a  surprise  upon  the  Managers.  Before  he  was 
subpoinaed,  the  statement  was  made  and  read  over  to  him ; 
then  he  was  subptenaed  and  he  has  been  on  hand  here  since. 
Either  tlie  Managers  were  mistaken,  or  he  :  and  I  wish  to  see 
if  this  will  refresh  his,  memory. 

Q.  Did  I  not  read  the  memorandum  to  yon  immediately 
afterwards,  before  I  dismissed  you  ? 

A.  Yon  did  not:  you  i"ead  nothing. 
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Q.  Let  me  read  this,  to  refresli  your  memory. 

Mr.  Sbipmau — ffe  object.  We  are  not  trjing,  it  seems  to 
me,  a  matter  between  Mr.  Thomas  and  tlie  Manager,  or  any 
miaunderstanding  or  understanding  that  they  may  have  had. 
So  far  as  the  witness  is  concerned,  he  says  lie  did  not  hear 
anything  read,  and  knows  nothing  about  it,  'What  he  knows 
about  the  fact  in  the  case,  it  seems  to  me  he  can  testify  to  as 
well  now  as  at  any  time,  and  the  examination  should  be  con- 
fined to  that. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  believe  I  am  not  traveling  out 
of  the  usaal  course,  wlieii  a  witness  comes  upon  the  stand, 
and  it  is  claimed  by  counsel  tliafc  tliey  have  been  misled  by  his 
statement  outside,  to  read  a  memorandum  or  to  refresh  his 
memory  by  stating  to  him  what  he  said  at  the  time,  for  the 
purpose  of  refreshing  his  recollection,  and  then  asking  the 
questions.  I  believe  that  is  the  usual  course  in  all  courts  of 
trial  wlierc  a  witness's  memory  is  at  fault.  He  may  say  that  I 
did  say  that,  and  it  was  not  true. 

The  Presiding  Officer — On  this  r[uestion  T  wil!  take  a  vote 
of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Wheeler — I  would  like  to  inquire  if  the  Managers 
ask  the  question  as  an  impeaching  question,  and  if  so,  if  they 
understand  that  they  cannot  impeach  their  own  witness. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — It  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
peachment. It  is  for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  the  memory  of 
the  witness. 

Senator  Itomeyn — I  would  like  to  hear  tlie  last  answer  of  tbe 
witness  read  by  the  reporter.  If  I  understood  rightly,  the  wit- 
ness has  said  distinctly,  that  lie  did  not  hear  any  sucli  memo- 
randum, nor  know  of  any  such  memorandum. 

The  Presiding  Officer — That  is  the  fact.  The  witness 
stated  so. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  taken  iipon  the  proposition  of  Mr, 
ifanager  Grosvenor,  to  read  to  tlie  witness  a  memorandum  of 
statements  of  witness  to  said  Manager,  the  objection  to  tlie 
i-eading  thereof  was  overruled,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows : 
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Mr.  Alexander. 
Bull, 

Barber. 
Bcgolo, 
Oawley, 
Dexter. 


Mr.  Briggs, 
Han  nail  s. 
Price, 


YEAS. 

ilT.  Gay, 
Jenks, 
ManiJ, 
MofFatt, 
Putnam, 
81ieley, 

NAYS. 

lUr.  l*rutzinai], 
Itomejii, 
Wlieelcr, 


3Ir.  Stockbridge. 
Stoddard, 
Storrs, 
Waterbnry, 
Wilcox. 
Wood, 


.  Prcsideufc 

pro  iem.. 


S 


Mr.  Manager  Gi'osvoiior  then  road  tlie  following  memoranda 
to  tlje  witness : 

"Richard  8.  Thomas,  Lives  at  Portlant!,  Ionia  county. 
Looks  land  and  sells  minutes,  etc.  On  the  9tli  Mareh  he  had 
marked  in  Land  Office  ten  or  eleven  forty's  in  name  of  Hewitt 
and  on  his  scrip ;  on  the  9th  or  10th  of  April  the  same ;  they 
let  Cyrus  Dodge  have  them. 

"Clark,  a  clerk  in  the  office,  must  have  told  of  it,  so  that 
Dodge  got  the  land?.  He  was  then  near,  and  I  talked  to  Clark 
severely  for  it. 

"  This  has  been  my  iiractico  and  1  have  always  got  them 
before.  Have  had  the  lands  reserved  on  Deacon  Hewitfs 
scrip,  and  then  bought  scrip  of  him  and  entered  it,  and  paid 
him  for  holding  the  land — should  have  paid  him  $200 — for  his 
trouble  bad  I  got  the  lands.  Have  had  lands  held  for  me 
before,  often, — say  a  month  or  eis  weeks,  until  I  could  get  the 
money  or  sell  the  lands  to  enter  thereon." 

Q.  Does  that  refresh  your  recollection  ? 

A,  Do  yon  claim  you  read  me  that  memorandum  ? 

Q.  That  I  wrote  tliat  and  read  it  to  yon.  Does  this  refresh 
your  recollection  ? 

A.  No,  sir — not  at  all. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  iiow,^that  yon  made  that  statement  to 
me,  or  not  ? 

A.  I  made  a  part  of  that  statement  to  you, — ^^just  a.^  T  told 
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you  before  dinner  about  Mr.  Clapp, — but  I  did  not  know  that 
yon  had  written  them  down. 

Q.  Were  you  not  subpojnaed  after  this  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  told  you  then  it  was  of  no  use  to  snbpcona 
me,  because  I  knew  nothing  about  the  ease. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  examine  section  10,  town  3^  S".,  'i.  ^^'  !' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When? 

A.  Last  June. 

Q.  The  whole  section  ? 

A.  I  examined  a  portion  of  the  section. 

Q.  What  part  of  it  ? 

A.  The  S.  W.  i  of  the  N.  ff.  i,  and  the  W.  -J  of  the  S.  W. 
I,  and  the  S.  E.  i  of  the  S.  E.  i,  and  tlie  S.  W.  i  of  the  S.  E.  i. 

Q.  When  did  you  say  that  was  ? 

A,  Last  June. 

Q.  What  is  the  character  of  the  land,  as  to  timber? 

A.  Well,  there  is  different  kinds.  There  is  a  part  of  it  is 
very  good  farming  land ;  and  a  part  of  it  is  valuable  for  timber 
and  nothing  but  timber. 

Q.  Which  part  of  it  is  valuable  for  limber  ? 

A.  The  S.  W.  i  of  the  N.  W.  i- 

Q,  What  is  the  other  ? 

A.  The  other  is  farming  land.  Some  goodbeecli  and  maple, 
and  some  scattering  pine  and  hemlock. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  file  an  afRdarit  in  regard  to  these  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  do  it  ? 

A.  I  done  that  when  I  entered  them  up  here  last  week, 

Q.  The  first  day  of  May. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  entered  the  lands  the  lirst  of  May,  ]  873  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  application  to  the  office  for  those 
lands  before  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  notified  Mr.  Hewitt  to  bold  them. 
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Q.  Well,  did  you  apply  for  them  to  the  office  ? 

A.  I  never  applied  to  the  office  for  them  until  that  time— 
initil  that  day. 

Q.  The  first  day  of  May  ^ 

A.  Yes,  sir. — applied  to  Mr.  Hewitt,  rather,  to  give  them  to 
me. 

Q.  Do  you  claim  Mr.  Hewitt  held  these  lands  for  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  hold  them  for  you  ? 

A.  Well,  he  had  held  them, — I  notified  him  in  June;  about 
the  15th  or  20th  of  Jane  last, 

Q.  Mr.  Hewitt  is  acquainted  witii  you  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  knows  your  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Knows  your  gixen  name,  does  he  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Some  four,  five,  or  sis  years. 

CHOSS-EXAIIINATION   OF   KICHAliD   fi,   TflOMAS. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipmau : 

Question — -What  lands  did  you  speak  of,  you  say  you  apphed 
for  the  first  of  May.  Do  you  mean  the  whole  section  or  only 
a  part  of  it  ? 

Answer — Ko,  sir.     Only  five  "  forties "  that  I  entered. 

Q.  Five  "  forties  ?  " 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  On  sixteen  ? 

A.  Section  lU,  town  33  north,  2  west. 

Q.  That  was  primary  school  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  say  you  looked  those  lands,  did  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  And  you  say  jou  directed  Mr.  Hewitt  to  pay  somewhere 
in  the  neiglihorhood  of— 
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A,  Two  hundred  dollars  for  the  land. 

Q.  The  time  I  mean, — somewhere  hist  June  j* 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  say  yon  directed  liim  to  pay  ou  them^ 

A.  To  hold  them  imcler  "qnaxter  payment." 

Q.  "Whether  that  is  the  land,  or  part  of  tlio  land,  that  after- 
ward went  to  Allison  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  let  him  have  that. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  being  notified  through  Mr.  Hewitt,. 
or  in  any  other  way,  of  an  application  for  those  hmde  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Allison,  or  Bush  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  they  did;  the  same  day  Mr,  Ailison  asked  me  in 
the  Lansing  House  about  this,  if  I  had  any  lands  in  Cheboy- 
gan waters, — that  he  would  lilce  to  have  tbem.  I  told  him 
that  I  had,  and  took  out  that  town  with  others.  Says  he,  "  It 
is  a  mistake."  Says  be,  "  You  don't  own  that  land."  Says  I^ 
'■'  I  do."'  "  Why,"  says  he,  "  I  say  you  don't,"  Says  I,  "  I  say  I  do, 
sir."  Mr.  Bush  was  right  there  with  him.  Says  ho,  "I  made  a 
mistake.  I  mean  32  north,  3  east."  And  when  I  came  down  aftei' 
dinner,  I  was  informed  by  Mr,  Edmonds  that  he  had  seen  Mr. 
Hewitt,  and  that  the  lands  were  held  under  "  quarter  payment," 
and  what  was  I  going  to  do  with  them  ?  Says  I,  "  I  am  going 
to  take  the  land."  Says  I,  "  What  'forty'  have  they  applied 
for,  to  pay  in  full  ?"  Says  he,  "  I  don't  know."  I  saw  Mr. 
Bush  on  the  sidewalk,  and  I  asked  him.  Says  he,  "  Thomas, 
I  have  put  the  money  in  the  Office  for  the  southwest  of  the 
northwest."  Says  I,  "  How  did  yon  do  that  ?"  Says  he,  '•  I 
applied  for  it."  Says  I,  "  Was  that  the  'forty'  that  you  applied 
for  ?"  Says  he,  "  Yes."  Says  I,  "  Don't  you  want  any  more  ?" 
Says  he,  "  No."  Says  I,  "All  right,  then,  you  can't  have  it. 
I  will  go  and  pay  for  it  myself." 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then  ? 

A.  I  went  and  told  Mr.  Hewitt  to  go  and  fasten  on  that 
forty'  riglit  oft", 
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Q.  Yon  say  you  .ipiilied  at  the  Office  to  find  out  what 
description  it  was  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    I  could  not  find  out  at  tliat  time. 

Q.  What  answer  did  you  get  ? 

A.  They  told  me  tliey  did  not  know.  Mi'.  Bnsh  is  the  man 
that  infornied  me  of  the  description  that  be  had. 

Q.  Was  it  right  after  you  asked  in  the  Office,  that  you  saw 
Bnsh  ?    How  long  after  ? 

A.  It  was  right  there,  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  afterwards  apply  for  all  the  land  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir;  right  away. 

Q.  Mr.  Thomas,  has  Mr.  Edmonds  any  interest  in  that  land  'i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  One  way  or  anotherV 

A-  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  tnow  anything  about  liis  iiolding  it,  or  holding 
it  for  yoii  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  never  dealt  with  him  in  my  life,  in  any  way, 
in  any  land,  nor  never  asted  him  to  reserve  any  lands  for  me. 

Q.  You  did  your  basiness,  you  say,  through  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  altogether. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  flaid  to  you  by  Mr.  Allison  about  the 
Supreme  Court  in  regai-d  to  these  lands  V 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What? 

A.  He  made  a  threat  that  he  would  throw  it  into  court,  and 
I  told  him  to  throw  it ;  and  afterwards  says  be,  "Idid  threateji 
to  throw  it  into  court,  bnt  it  would  cost  me  more  than  the 
'forty'  was  worth.'*  And  says  he,  "Anyhow,  I  would  like  to 
have  had  the  land,  for  I  have  some  more  on  the  section;  I 
would  like  to  have  it;''  Says  I,  "That  is  all  the  land  I  have,— 
six  forties'  in  that  township,— and  if  yon  will  take  them  all, 
you  can  have  them."  J^o  T  let  him  have  them  for  ninety  dol- 
lars. 
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lESTIMONY   01^   II.   D.  liARTIJOLOMKlV. 

It.  v.  Bartliolomeiv-,  a  ivitness  produced,  sworn,  and  exam- 
ined on  behalf  of  the  lionse  of  Rfpi-eseiitaHycs.  testified  as 
follows : 

Examined  hy  ^h:  Manager  Huslon : 

Question— What  is  your  bneiness  ? 

Answer — I  am  the  present  Deputy  State  Treuauror. 

Q.  Ilave  you  with  you  the  book  in  whicli  you  keep  the 
record  of  tho  lands  sold  at  the  State  Land  Office,  and  the 
payment  ? 

A.  Ihnve  not  got  the  paymeni,  1  have  the  record  of  the 
sale. 

Q.  AV'ill  you  look  in  the  month  of  December  and  sue  if  yon 
discover  on  the  book  any  sale  to  Hoyfc  &  Draper  ? 

A,  December  of  wJiat  year  ? 

Q.  1871 ? 

A.  [Witness  i-efers  to  a  book.]  On  December  3!st  I  see  their 
names. 

Q,  Will  you  give  me  a  description  of  the  land  'if 

A,  The  south  fractional  half  of  the  southwest  fjuarter  of 
section  six,  to^vn  ten  north,  range  twelve  east,  and  the  north- 
east quarter  of  the  northwest  (juarter  of  section  seven,  the 
same  town,  acres  123  94-lOOths.  Sold  at  one  dollar  twenty- 
five  cents  per  acre. 

Q.  What  was  it  paid  in  ^ 

A.  One  hundred  and  fifty-four  iIoDavs  imd  live  cents.  It 
was  paid  by  scrip.  The  scrip  was  charged  to  the  account  of 
Wiiliara  A.  Barnard  &  Co. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  when  it  is  charged  to  AVilliani 
A.  Barnard  &  Co.  V 

A.  On  the  same  day  tiic  ivhote  amount — one  Jiundred  and 
tifty-four  dollars  and  five  cents— was  charged  to  William  A. 
Barnard.  The  amount  is  known  by  the  record,  of  charging 
to  Barnard,  by  the  certificate  No.  ti!)85,  whicli  is  the  same  cer- 
tificate which  covered  the  land. 
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Mr.  Manager  Huston — That  is  all,  I  belipve. 
Mr.  Shipman — IVe  have  no  questions. 

TESTIMOJST  OF  ST.  0,  EOBINSOK. 

M.  0.  Eobinsoii,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  esuiiiined 
on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Hepresentatives,  testified  as  foUoivs 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question — What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer — Clerk  in  the  State  Land  Office. 

Q.  What  is  your  position  there?  What  are  you  usually 
called  ? 

A.  Chief  clerk,  I  believe. 

Q.  (Showing  witness  a  book) — What  is  that  book  :■■ 

A.  That  is  a  bound  volnme  of  the  letters  of '71, 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  look  and  see  if  there  is  a  letter  iu 
there  from  Charles  Oouley, 

A.  I  find  it. 

Q.  Will  you  read  that  letter  V 

The  witness  read  the  letter,  as  follows : 

NoBTn  Branch,  Lapeer  Co.,  Midi.    1 
December  0,  1871.  \ 

(hmmmivner  of  t/ie  Slato  Land  Office,  Lansing,  Midi. : 

Deak  Sir — The  time  has  expired  in  which  I  am  entitled 
to  a  deed  on  license  No.  4719,  to  settle  on  swamp  land.  De- 
scription of  land  is  S.  fl  i  of  S.  W.  i  of  section  6,  town  10 
north,  range  12  east,  Sanilac  county.  Will  you  please  inform 
me  what  I  have  to  do  to  entitle  me  to  receive  a  deed,  and 
oblige. 

Dii-eet  to  nu'  at  Clifford  P.  0.,  Lapeer  county,  Mich. 
Yours  respectfully, 

CHARLES  CONLEY. 

Q.  Will  you  look  on  the  back  of  it  and  see  wlien  it  v-i\% 
indorsed  as  received  ? 

A.  I  see  the  official  stamp  of  the  office  Dec.  19, 1871. 

Q.  This  official  stamp  of  the  office, — will  you  explain  what 
is  the  custom  of  the  office  in  regard  to  that  stamp? 
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A.  "We  stamp  each  letter  on  receipt  of  it. 
Q.  Are  there  any  other  minutes  on  the  back  of  ic 
A.  It  is  regularly  filed,  besides  "Land  soltl  Dec,  14,  1871, 
Hoyt  and  Draper," 
Q.  Whose  indorsement  is  that? 
A,  I  should  say  it  was  Captain  Barnard's. 
Q.  Now,  will  you  explain,  if  that  land  was  sold  on  the  lith, 
why  the  money  was  not  paid  in,  and  charged  to  Mr.  Barnard 
until  the  21st  of  December? 
A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can, 

Q.  Can  yon  explain  why  that  letter  waB  not  answered  to 
Conley  ? 
Aj  I  cannot,  sir. 

Q.  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  See.  IC,  town  33  north, 
3  west. 
A,  [The  witness  refers  to  book.] 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether,  npon  examination,  any  land  on 
See.  16  was  applied  for  at  any  time  by  Mr,  Cyrus  Hewitt. 
A.  It  was,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  it  applied  for  ? 

A.  I  see  the  date  is  not  here.    I  will  stat^  from  memory,  or 
I  will  get  the  record, 
Q,  It  has  been  erased,  has  n't  it  ? 

A.  I  should  say  not.    The  date — there  has  been  some  pre- 
Tioas  marks  that  have  been  erased, 
Q.  Haven't  you  got  the  original  application  ? 
A.  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  Jet  me  see  it  ?     [Paper  produced  and  handed  to 
the  Manager,]     Whose  writing  is  that  ? 
A,  I  should  say  it  was  Cyrus  Hewitt's. 
Q.  Is  fcliat  the  application  tliat  was  filed  for  this  land? 
A,  I  should  say  it  was. 
Q.  When  was  it  filed  ? 
A.  July  6th. 
Q.  What  year? 
A.  1871. 

81 
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Q.  Whose  ininiit«3  ai'e  these  on  tiie  back  of  it  ? 
A,  Those  are  my  rainubs. 
Q.  When  wei-e  they  niii'io? 
A.  May  1st,  1871. 

Mr.  Manager  Hnston — I  woulcT  like  to  read  this  a])plicatioii 
in  evidence,  being  the  sitnie  referred  to  by  Mr.  Thomas, 
liead  and  marked. 

fEXHIBIT  z.] 

Lassing,  July  0,  1871. 
Com'r  Stale  Land  O^ec: 

I  hereby  apply  to  purchase  the  S.  W.  ^  of  N.  ff.  \,  S".  W.  -J- 
of  B.  W.  i,  and  S.  i  of  S.  W.  i,  and  8.  W.  i  of  S.  E.  i,  Sec.  16, 
T.  33  N,,  E.  3  W.;  and  deposit  herewith  my  chk.  o'pay  for 
same.  Please  hold  until  I  get  full  iiames  of  pai'ties  who  wish 
to  purchase. 

Truly. 

CYRUS  HEWITT. 

Q.  Is  there  any  application  in  connection  with  this  same 
land  by  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A,  There  is  a  des'.gnatiou. 

Q.  That  is  Mr.  Hewitt's  writing,  is  it,  too  i' 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Hnston— I  will  read  this  also : 

"Com.  Please  apply  the  enclosed  check  on  the  amount, 
S160,  to  pay  in  full  for  the  "S.  W.  \  of  the  If.  W.  J  Sec.  16T. 
33  N.  E.  3  W.  Make  patent  to  me ;  also  the  \  payment  and 
affidavit  for  balance. 

"  Make  affidavit  in  accordance  with  the  law  in  such  eases. 
"  CYRUS  HEWITT. 

'■■  Lansing,  May  1, 1872.'' 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  cheek  referred  to  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  What  became  of  that  check  '^ 

A.  I  presented  it  for  payment. 

Q.  When  was  it  first  presented  i* 

A.  May  let.  1872. 
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Q.  If  these  laiida  were  bought  at  that  time,  iu  July  C,  IS^l, 
■wbj  was  not  the  money  paid  into  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  In  accordance  with  flie  usage  of  the  offieo,  it  was  retained 
there. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  form  of  that  cheek  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  ft\)m  memory. 

Q.  Could  yon  if  I  should  show  you  a  copy  'i 

A.  [Examining  the  paper  presented  by  Mr.  Mauager  Hus- 
ton.] AVithout  comparing  it,  I  would  say  that  was  very 
near  it. 

Q.  Could  yoH  not  say  tliat  is  an  exact  copy  ?  Are  you  not 
familiar  with  the  way  Mr.  Hewitt  presented  his  checks? 

A.  There  is  a  regular  blank. 

Q.  Do  you  know  wiiether  that  check  is  destroyed  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  yon  kno'.v  whether  it  is  Mr.  Hewitt's  practice  to 
return  them? 

A.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  You  are  not  sure  whether  that  is  an  exact  copyV 

A.  I  could  not  say  without  comparing. 

Q,  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  its  beinga  true  copy  ? 

A.  I  should  say  it  was  something  like  it,  certainly. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  would  like  to  read  it  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Shipman — If  you  say  it  is  a  copy. 

Mr.  Huston — I  know  it  is,  for  I  copied  it  myself. 

Read  as  follows : 
No IjANSING,  Mich.,  July  tith,  1871. 

Banking  House  of  Hewitt  &  Co. — Pay  to  my  order  Two 
Hundred  Dollars. 

$200.  CYRUS  HEWITT. 

Q.  Was  that  check  indorsed  by  Mr.  Hewitt,  when  it  was 
left  there  the  1st  of  July  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  When  was  it  first  indorsed  by.  Mr.  Hewitt 't 

A.  I  could  not  sav  that  it  was  ever  indorsed. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


644  TRIAL  OP  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q.  Ib  that  the  usual  practice  in  the  office, — to  receive  checks 
from  Hewittj— -convey  lands  in  that  way,  and  withhold  lands 
from  MM-ket  ? 

A.  To  some  extent  I  think  it  ie. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  has  knowk-dge  of  that  practice,  does  he 
not? 

A.  I  presume  he  docs. 

Q.  Of  receiving  checks,  and  withholding  lands  i" 

A.  1  would  not  say  positively  whether  he  does  or  not, 

Mr.  Shipman — We  will  admit  that  he  does. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  I  know  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Thomas. 

Q.  Do  you  know  hie  given  name  ? 

A.  Richard  S.,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hewitt  apply  in  person  for  this  land ;  did  he 
come  to  the  office  and  make  out  that  application  in  person  ? 

A.  I  conld  not  say,  T  do  not  remember  whether  he  did  or 
not. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Thomas? 

A.  A  year  or  more. 

Q.  Mr.  Thomas  has  done  considerable  business  with  LIr. 
Hewitt,  has  he  not,  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  presume  he  has. 

Q.  He  has  been  in  the  practice  of  having  Mr.  Hewitt  reserve 
lands  for  him  ? 

A.  I  presume  so ;  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Mr.  Hewiit  says,  in  that  application,  he  wants  you  to  hold 
the  land  until  he  gets  the  names  of  the  parties  who  want  to 
buy.  Did  he  not  know  who  Mr.  Thomas  was  on  the  6th  of 
July? 

A.  I  presume  he  did. 

Q,  Do  you  not  know  that  he  was  acquainted  and  had  been 
doing  business  with  Mr.  Thomas  before  the  6th  of  July  last  ? 

A.  I  am  pretty  well  satisfied  that  he  was. 
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Q.  I  wisli  yoti  woiild  take  this  book,  lettered  "  H,"  and  see  if 
yoa  can  find  there  any  application  from  Edmuad  Hall  that, 
covers  any  lands  on  this  list  (Exhibit  X),  below  this  dash, 
[Witness  refers  to  the  book,]  Are  not  those  books  arranged 
by  patting  all  the  letters  from  one  man  together  ? 

A,  It  is  the  practice,  sir. 

Q.  What  year  is  that  the  letters  have  "' 

A.  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  include  anything  besides  letters  in  tliat  book  ? 

A.  Applications  for  purchases  generally. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  through  the  letters  of  Edmund  Hall's  ? 

A,  I  have,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  find  any  application  to  cover  any  lands  in  this 
list? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  find  any  application  of  Edmund  Hall's,  dated  the 
24th  day  of  November,  1871  ? 

A,  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  take  this  other  book,  volume  It.,  and  see  if  you 
iind  any  application  of  Henry  S.  Ripley  for  any  of  those  lands ; 
and  especially  for  the  24th  day  of  November,  1871  ? 

A,  [  Referring  to  the  boot.]   I  am  satisfied  there  is  none. 

Q.  Will  you  state  now  whether  it  has  been  the  practice  to 
retain  lands,  for  any  other  person  except  Mr.  Hewitt,  upon  the 
deposit  of  a  chect  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir, 

Q.  To  what  c-Ytent  has  it  been  done  for  other  parties  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  from  memory, — to  a  considerable  e.ttent, 
I  would  say. 

Q.  Would  you,  or  would  yon  not,  say  it  is  the  general  prac- 
tice in  the  office  to  do  tliat  ? 

A.  It  is  when  it  is  requested  and  we  are  satisfied  it  is  bona 
Me. 

Q.  How  long  are  the  lands  usnally  held  in  that  way, — until 
the  party  holding  them  has  an  opportunity  to  sell  ?    Ts  not 
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that  tlie  castom,  to  deposit  a  check,  and  the  lands  be  held  in 
the  office  until  the  party  that  deposits  the  check  has  an  oppor- 
tunity to  sell  the  lands  to  some  one  else  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Could  you  say  whether  this  has  l.ieeii  done  during  the 
last  year  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say, 

Q.  How  was  it  with  this  land  on  section  15,  33  N.,  2  W. 
Was  not  that  held  until  it  was  sold  by  Mr.  Hewitt  to  Mr, 
Thomas  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  sold  it  to  Mr,  Thomas  or  not. 
I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  It  was  held  until  an  application 
came  in  for  a  portion  of  it 

Q.  ^¥ho  made  the  application  ? 

A.  W.  0.  Buseh,  I  believe. 

Q.  AVhom  did  he  make  tlie  application  for,— himaelf  or  Mr. 
Allison  ? 

A.  David  AV.  Allison  was  his  name. 

Q.  Why  did  yon  not  hold  it  along  af(*r  that  application  was 
made? 

A.  I  could  not  say.  AVe  were  directed  by  the  Commissioner 
to  notify  Hewitt  that  there  had  been  an  application  for  forty 
of  itj  and  if  he  wanted  any  of  it  to  designate  to  the  extent  of 
the  deposit  what  pieces  he  would  take. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  on  the  1st  of 
May  Mr.  Hewitt  sold  that  land  to  Mr.  Thomas. 

A.  I  have  seen  in  that  that  he  is — that  it  is  the  owner's 
writing. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  knowledge  of  the  transaction  ? 

A.  It  seems  as  though  I  filled  up  a  blank  for  him. 

Q.  What  kind  of  a  blank  ? 

A.  An  assignment. 

Q.  An  assignment  of  Mr.  Hewitt  lo  whom?  To  Mr. 
Thomas  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Thomas, 
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Q.  All  aBsignment  of  what  ? 

A.  Certificates. 

Q.  Certificates  for  the  purchase  of  tliis  land 't 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  When  was  that  certificate  of  purchase  made  ":* 

A.  May  1st,  1872. 

Q.  What  time  was  it  you  made  the  assignment  from  Mr. 
Hewitt  to  Mr,  Thomas  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  same  day,  in  the  evening,  when  I 
started  home, 

Q.  Do  yon  know  wliat  Mr.  Thomas  paid  Mr.  Hewitt  V 

A.  I  conid  not  say  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Yon  are  not  eonrersatit  with  the  deal  between  Mr.  Hew- 
itt and  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  it,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  the  names  of  some  parties  that  have  been 
in  the  liabit  of  doing  business  in  the  same  way  in  the  office, 
besides  Mr,  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Thomas  B.  Palmer  has  been,  I  think. 

Q.  Is  lie  holding  any  in  that  way  now? 

A.  I  could  not  say  from  memory. 

Q.  What  is  your  i>esfc  recollection  with  regard  to  whether  he 
bas  any  or  not,  withheld  from  sale  ? 

\.  I  could  tell  positively  if  I  had  the  records — the  checks, 

Q.  This  is  school  land.  Will  yon  state  whether  there  is 
any  swamp  land  withheld  in  the  same  way  from  market  for 
sale? 

A.  There  are  reservations  on  State  road  contracts. 

Q,  Is  there  not  any  held  by  checks  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  of  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  with  regard  to  swamp  land  being 
withheld  for  the  benefit  of  parties  in  the  office  upon  scrip  or 
npon  contracts!'' 

A,  I  do  not 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  knowledge  of  anything  of  that 
kind? 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


648  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDR 

A.  No  pereoiiai  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Mr.  Hewitt  is  in  the  practice  of 
having  lands  withheld  in  that  way  -■' 

A.  He  is,  sir. 

Q.  When  he  has  no  scrip  there  to  pay  for  the  land  ? 

A.  He  is,  sir. 

Q.  How  extensive  is  his  practice  of  that  kind  'i 

A.  Not  very  extensive. 

Q,  Do  yon  not  know  that  it  is  the  practice  of  different  par- 
ties to  apply  to  Mr,  Hewitt  to  have  lands  niarked  in  Hewitt's 
name  when  he  really  pays  nothing  for  the  land,  and  they  are 
held  in  that  way  until  the  lands  arc  sold  ? 

A.  He  has  an  order  from  the  contractor  to  reserve  what 
lands  he  wants  on  that  contract. 

Q.  When  it  is  minnted  ujjon  the  plat  "C-  H," — which  means 
Gyrus  Hewitt  in  yonr  office  ? 

A.  Sometimes. 

Q.  Is  it  yonr  practice  to  charge  him  with  the  amount  at 
that  time  and  make  him  pay  ? 

A.  We  charge  it  np  to  his  nnmatnred  order, — the  contract 
on  which  the  nnniatured  order  is  given. 

Q.  When  he  sells  that  land  to  A,  B,  C,  or  whoever  comes 
and  buys  it,  what  is  done, — who  pays  for  the  land  ? 

A.  Just  as  he  designates.  If  he  designates  it  to  ho  cliarged 
to  his  nnmatnred  account,  we  do  so. 

Q.  If  he  does  not,  how  is  it  paid  for  ? 

A,  Paid  for  as  he  designates. 

Q.  Does  he  not  designate  very  frequently  that  the  party  who 
has  the  land  shall  pay  ? 

A,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  fiict,  th»t  the  party  that  the  State  patents 
the  land  to,  frequently  pays  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  cannot  call  to  my  mind  an  instance  of  that  now.  There 
may  be  some,  however. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  all  the  lauds  that  have  been  paid 
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for— the  swamp  lands  that  have  been  paid  for — have  been  pat- 
ented to  the  parties  that  are  entitled  to  landa  ? 

A.  I  think  they  are  not  quite  all.  I  am  behind  witli  my 
work  a  little  now. 

Q.  How  far  behind  ? 

A,  If  I  had  an  niiinterrupted  day  I  could  probably  bring 

Tip. 

Q.  Is  not  tiiere  a  large  amonnt  of  lands  received  on  ma- 
tured aeripj  that  have  been  reserved  for  a  long  time  in  the 
office, — that  have  been  patented  ? 

A.  I  think  not  reserved  on  the  matured  scrii). 

Q.  Where  it  has  been  reserved  on  unmatured,  and  it  has 
matured,  are  there  not  contracts  on  which  it  has  laid  along 
for  months  *' 

A.  There  may  be.    I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  know  that  it  is  so  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  in  several  inatancea. 

i}.  AVhat  contract  is  it  that  Hewitt  has  that  is  unmatured? 

A.  He  has  an  order  now  on  the  Theodore  Bathay  contract 

Q,  Do  you  not  know  that  Bathay  assigned  that  contract 
■last  .luly  to  Obed  Smith,  of  Alpena. 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  large  is  the  order  that  he  has  upon  the  Bathay  con- 
tract? 

A.  It  ia  an  unlimited  order  if  I  remember  rightly, 

Q.  Ia  it  not  a  fact  that  Bathay  has  no  interest  in  that  cou- 
traet  at  all. — that  he  has  sold  it  entirely  to  Smith  ? 

A.  I  think  be  has  an  interest  now. 

Q.  How  is  it,  then,  that  Hewitt  reserved  land  upon  unma- 
tured scrip,  or  a  contract  tliat  Bathay  has  no  interest  in  ? 

A.  I  have  been  informed  that  Smith  recognized  the  order  of 
Bathay. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  this  is  so  or  not  ? 

A,  I  am  pretty  positive. 
S3 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Bathay  contract  has  been  com- 
pleted or  not? 

A.  So,  sir;  I  think  it  has  not. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  that  is  so  or  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  know  it  is  not,  in  fact. 

Q.  When  did  Bathay  give  Hewitt  this  order? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  early  part  of  1871,  some  time.  J 
can't  say  positive. 

Q.  Upon  whose  order  did  he  reserve  before  that  time  ? 

A.  He  had  an  order  from  Smith  &.  Cicero  ;  an  order  from 
Elias  Steel;  an  order  from  Jackson  B.  Barr.  That  is  all  I 
rememher  now. 

Q.  Did  you  state  what  the  amount  of  the  Bathay  order  was  ? 

A.  It  was  an  nnlimifced  order  of  such  lands  as  he  should 
designate  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  I  sapposa  yon  have  a  book  in  which  you  have  these 
orders,  and  you  can  also  show  from  your  books  the  amonnt  of 
land  that  lias  been  taken  on  that  order  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Examination  continued  by  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  that  other  parties  besides  ilr. 
Hewitt  send  checks  for  the  land  here,  payable  to  their  own 
order  and  unindorsed  ?  That  was  the  situation  of  Mr. 
Hewitt's  check.    Do  you  know  that  that  was  so  ? 

A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Palmer  ever  send  such  a  check  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  eaw  his 
check. 

Q.  Then  why  did  you  say  that  Jlr,  Palmer  had  bia  name 
reserved  on  such  checks  ? 

A.  I  saw  his  name  on  the  check-book. 

Q.  They  are  checks  you  deposited  as  cash  ? 

A.  Yes ;  they  are  received  as  cash. 

Q.  Where  did  you  deposit  them  ? 

A,  They  are  deposited  by  the  depositor  with  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  State  Land  Office. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PBOCEEDINGS  OP  THE  COURT.  65] 

Q.  Are  tliej  checked  in  the  ordinary  form,  payable  by  the 
parties  named,  and  indorsed,  if  payable  to  order,  upon  which 
yon  can  go  and  receive  money,  if  the  money  is  in  tli^  bank  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  any  further  action  on  the  parb  of  the  maker  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively  as  to  that.  I  did  not  notice  them 
partienlarly. 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  any  other  cheek,  or  any  case  where  a 
check  of  the  kind  of  Mr,  Hewitt's,  of  that  precise  character, 


A.  I  don't  remember  now.  I  did  not  notice  that  until  it 
was  called  to  my  attention. 

Q.  When  these  checks  eome  to  you,  is  it  a  custom  of  the 
office  to  issiie  certificates  immediately  ? 

A.  It  is  not. 

Q.  AVhen  do  yon  issue  those  certificates? 

A.  When  the  checks  are  pauL 

Q.  When  the  checks  are  paid,  or  when  yon  go  to  get  the 
money  on  the  check  ? 

A,  A  party  requests  ns  to  hold  the  lands  niitil  he  notifies  us 
that.    lie  usually  holds  them. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-fifth 
(Senator  Waterbnry)  sends  the  followiug  question: 

The  Secretary  will  read  the  question. 

The  Secretary  rca<i  the  question,  as  follows  : 

"Are  Mr.  Hewitt,  and  Jones  &  Port«r,  in  the  habit  of  hav- 
ing lands  marked  on  the  plat-hook,  where  they  remain  during 
the  pleasure  of  the  parties,  and  then  erased  whenever  the 
parties  request  it  ?  " 

Witness — It  has  been  the  custom ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  from  you,  that  these  parties  who  send 
checks  in  this  way,  request  you  to  hold  them  until  they 
shall  order  the  certificate  from  you,  or  until  yon  receive  the 
payment.  Tl^en  they  may  refuse  payment;  what  becomes  of 
the  land  in  the  meantime  ? 

A.  "We  do  not  have  such  iustiinees  very  often. 
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Q.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  it  ?  Aa  I  understand,  you 
hold  this.  Don't  you  consider  the  land  us  sold  until  you  get 
the  money  ? 

A.  I  consider  the  land  sold  n^hen  the  check  is  deposited. 
We,  however,  take  no  such  chances  as  that,  unless  we  are  con- 
vinced that  they  ai'e  boiuifide. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston: 

Q.  I  wish  yoii  would  look  at  sectiou  IG,  39  north,  1  west. 
[The  witness  here  refen-ed  to  a  book.]  State  whether  any  of 
that  land  has  been  reserved  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Hewitt, 

A,  It  was  once, 

Q.  When  was  it  V 

A.  July  14th,  1871. 

Q.  State  when  that  land  was  patented  or  sold,  if  it  has  been 

sold? 

A.  October  12tli,  1871. 

Q.  To  whom  was  it  sold  ? 

A.  John  Charlton. 

Q.  Do  you  know  John  Charlton? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  sold  him  that  land ;  wliether  Mr. 
Hewitt  sold  it  to  him,  or  the  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land 
Office? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Hewitt  did ;  it  is  my  remembrance. 

Q,  Mr.  Hewitt  sold  it  that  very  day  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positive  whether  he  sold  it ;  it  was  sold 
from  him. 

Q.  How  many  acres  are  there  that  Hewitt  sold  to  Charlton  i" 

A.  ITive  hundred  and  sixty  acres. 

Q.  Do  jmi  know  what  Hewitt  got  of  Charlton  for  that 
land? 

A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q,  Or  how  mnch  moi'e  than  the  Government  price  he  got  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  he  got  any  more. 

Q.  You  are  a  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  jon  not  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  when  Hewitt 
has  lands  retained  in  that  way  he  sella  them  at  an  advance  of 
the  State  price  ? 

A.  He  never  told  me  whether  lie  did  or  not. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  that  those  lands  arc  withheld  for  the 
express  purpose  so  that  Mr.  Hewitt  can  sell  them  when  he 
has  an  opportunity  of  this  kind,  and  get  an  advance  ahoye  the 
price  that  has  to  be  paid  by  the  State  ? 

A.  I  cannot  state  from  persona!  knowledge. 

Q,  Is  not  that  the  fact  ? 

A.  I  understand  that  lie  holds  lands  for  parties  who  are 
selling  lands,  and  when  the  party  for  whom  he  holds  the  lands 
sells  them  then  he  makes  them  up. 

Q.  Do  yon  understand  tliat  Mr.  Hewitt  holds  them  as  an 
accommodation, — without  any  recompense  ? 

A.  He  may  get  a  recompense. 

Q.  That  is  what  Iig  liolds  them  for,  that  he  may  get  some 
compensation  ? 

A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  That  is  your  understanding? 

A.  1  do  not  understand  anything  about  it ;  I  don't  know, 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  township  29  north,  4 
west,  section  16. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  i.ind  iipon  that  seotiou  that  is  reserved  by 
Mr.  Hewitt? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  When  was  that  resen-ed  '■' 

A.  July  14th,  1871. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  held? 

A.  Until  October  13th,  1871. 

Q.  Who  was  that  sold  to  ? 

A.  John  Charlton. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  that  land  was  paid  for  ? 

A.  It  was  paid  for  with  money. 
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Q.  Was  it  paid  for  with  money,  or  bj  cheek  ? 

A.  1  cannot  say  exactly.  I  do  not  remember.  It  seems  there 
Avas  a  cheek  deposited,  which  I  presume  was  paid.  I  presume 
to  say  BO, 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  kind  of  a  check  that  was;  whether 
a  cheek  upon  a  bank  in  Detroit,  or  New  York,  or  Mr.  Hewitt's 
bank? 

A.  He  generally  gives  them  oti  his  own  hank. 

Q.  WiJl  you  take  that  letter,  in  book  "  H,"  and  sec  whether 
yon  find  an  application  there  for  lands  signed  by  Edmund 
Hall,  per  L.  B,  Potter,  with  a  direction  that  it  be  deeded  to 
James  B.  Monroe.  [The  witness  here  referred  lo  a  lettw 
hook.]     Do  you  find  any  such  application  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Will  jou  read  the  description? 

A.  "  The  N.  E.  i  of  the  S.  "W.  i,  Sec.  5,  S  N.,  1  W.,  and  the 
S.  i  of  the  N.  E.  i,  and  the  N.  W.  i  of  the  N.  W.  h  13, 12, 10 
W.  The  Commissioner  of  the  State  Land  Office  please  put 
the  above  land  in  the  name  above  given,  and  discharge  to  the 
above  credit  given  in  my  hooks,  now  in  yotir  office,  Lansing, 
Febrnary  21st,  1871.    Edmund  Hall,  by'L.  B.  Potter."' 

Q.  Now  Mr.  Munroe,  in  testifying  to  these  same  lands,  stated 
something  about  Mr.  Hewitt's  being  interested  in  these  lauds. 
Can  you  state  whether  Mr.  Hewitt  had  any  interest  in  it,  or 
whether  he  understood  it  was  reserved  for  Mr.  Hewitt'^ 

A.  I  know  nothing  about  it    No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  ifmember  anything  about  the  transaction  of  Mr 
Barnard's  selling  that  land, — the  last  130  acres  that  you  read 
the  description  of  to  Mr.  Munroe? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Mr  Barnard  never  said  anything  to  you  about  it  ? 

A.  No,  sii', 

Mr,  MeGowaii— Give  the  description  of  the  lands,  slowly, 
that  was  deeded  to  Munroe. 

A.  "  The  N.  E.  i  of  the  S.  W.  |  of  Sec.  5,  8  N,,  1  W..  and 
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tbe  S.  i  of  tlie  N.  E.  i,  and  the  K  W.  i  of  the  X  W.  -|-.  13, 1:.', 
10  W." 

3Ir.  Manager  Grosvenor — Will  you  exaniino  in  Book"C" 
letters  of  0.  B.  Clark,  Oct.  3d,  1871. 

[Witness  hero  referred  to  book,  ] 

Q,  In  whose  handwritinj;  is  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  positively.  It  resembles  the  iiaudwriting  of 
Clark  in  the  office. 

Q,  "What  is  your  best  impression  about  it,  whether  it  is  or  is 
not? 

A.  I  am  not  much  of  au  expert,  hut  I  should  say  it  was  his 
writing. 

Q.  What  Clark  ? 

A.  H.  C.  Clark,  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  A  clerk  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  at  the  date  of  that  > 

A.  I  don't  remember  ivhen  he  came,  hut  I  should  think  he 
was. 

Q.  In  whose  handwriting  is  thiit  uddition,  then? 

A.  Commissioner  Edmonds. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Third  (Mr. 
Briggs)  sends  np  the  following: 

The  Secretary  i-ead  the  rjuestion,  wliicli  was  as  follows ; 

Q.  Has  it  been  the  practice,  since  the  1st  of  January,  18 .1, 
to  mark  land  on  the  hooks  of  the  Land  Office  as  reserved  iu 
the  names  of  C.  Hewitt  and  Jones  &  Porter,  and  to  lease  these 
reserves  when  requested  ? 

A.  I  cannot  remember  as  to  dates.  I  should  sity  it  had  noi, 
to  any  great  extent, — it  may  he  some  of  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  offer  this  letter  in  evidence.  I 
woaldliketo  have  it  taken  as  evidence,  as  the  paper  cannot 
be  teken  out 

"  Lassisg,  Michigan. 
"  Tke  iSwi.  Oommissioner  of  the  State  Land  Offioe : 

"I  hereby  apply  to  purchase  tbe  following  description  of 
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land:  The  S.  B.  J  of  the  S.  E.  J  of  Sec.  33,  T.  10  N.,  E.  1  W. 
State  of   Michigan.    Said   description  having  once  been   a 
license,  and  proofyof  ahaiidonment  to  it, 
"Please  find  also  *95.    Please  furnish  scrip. 
"  Yonrs  respectfully, 

"O.B.  CLARK. 
•'  Odder  3, 187i:' 
Addressed  at  the  bottom : 

"  W.  A.  Barnard — Plea.se  use  ^100  of  our  scrip, with  whicii  to 
locate  the  above  described  IhikI. 

-0.  A.  EDjrONDS." 

Q.  Can  you  tell  from  the  records  before  you  ivliether  that 
land  was  entered  in  accordance  with  this  application  ? 

A.  I  should  say  it  had,  from  the  filing  on  the  back  of  the 
letter. 

Q.  Have  you  any  record  of  entries  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not. 

Q.  You  have  no  record  in  court  that  will  enable  you  to 
ascertain  in  whose  name  that  ivas  entered  ? 

A.  I  should  say  it  was  entered  in  aecoi-dance  with  the  i-equest 
in  the  communication ;  no  further  evidence. 

Q.  Have  yon  not  a  practice  in  tlie  office  to  change  that 
entry  and  allow  them,  at  the  request  of  0.  B.  Clark,  to  l>e 
entered  and  patented  in  the  name  of  another  ? 

A.  It  gives  pretty  good  reasons  for  doing  so. 

Q.  Before  it  was  patented  by  request  of  0.  B.  Clark,  did  the 
assignment  of  his  appli(^ation  allow  you  to  enter  it  in  the 
name  of  another. 

A.  It  would  be  optional  with  the  office. 

Q,  Have  you  not  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  so  'i 

A.  Somewhat,  I  should  say  we  have. 

Q.  During  Mr.  Edmond's  administration  ? 

A,  I  cannot  remember.  It  is  very  seldom,  however.  It  oc- 
curs so  seldom  that  I  cannot  remember. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  this  particiilftr  tract  of 
land? 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  667 

A.  I  have  not;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  have  no  recollection  of  Clark  and  Vim  Dunham  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Or  some  lantls  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston— Now  let  mc  call  year  attention  to 
the  question  that  was  just  put  to  yoa  by  the  Senator  from  the 
Third,  in  regard  to  the  reservation  of  lands  for  Mr.  Hewitt, 
and  asked  you  if  it  hadn't  been  the  practice  since  1871,  to 
allow  Mr,  Hewitt  to  withdraw  his  application,  where  landa 
have  been  pei\ciled  to  him,  as  you  unusually  pencil  them  to 
him  on  the  books,  that  you  have  allowed  him  to  withdraw,  and 
it  has  been  rubbed  out  ? 

A.  I  may  be. 

Q.  Your  best  recollection  in  regard  to  it  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  of  an  instance  now ;  there  may,  how- 
ever, be  some  instances.    I  cannot  say. 

Q.  And  Jones  &  Porter  ? 

A.  Jones  &  Porter  had  a  little  marked  out  I  don't  know 
whether  they  are  all  marked  out  yet  or  not,  but  they  are  con- 
sidered as  vacant  lands. 

Q.  Then  you  rub  out  at  their  request? 

A.  I  think  not  at  their  request ;  I  don't  remember  of  their 
having  been. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Second  (Mr. 
Sheley)  sends  up  the  following  question,  which  the  Secretary 
will  read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Hewitt  or  any  other  person  withdraw- 
ing any  of  these  land  cheeks,  and  by  so  doing  placing  the  land 
back  on  the  books  for  sale  ?" 

A.  I  cannot  remember  of  any  instance  now,— there  may  be, 
however. 

Q.  Haa'nt  it  been  the  practice  in  the  office  to  allow  a  party 
to  deposit  his  check  and  mark  the  lands  as  applied  for  by  him, 
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and  hold  that  land  until  he  could  send  a  land-looker  into  the 
woods  and  see  whether  they  were  worth-taking  or  not  ? 

A.  I  cannot  aay. 

Q,  Have  you  no  knowledge  of  any  such  transaction  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President :  We  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  a  general  examination  when  we  called  this  with 
ness,  but  only  to  examine  in  regard  to  those  matters  upon 
which  the  witnesses  have  already  been  sworn;  also,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  a  letter  from  Mr.  Conley.  We  don't 
desire  to  pursue  the  examination  any  further  at  this  time.  We 
want  to  recall  him  again  when  we  are  through  on  other  mat- 
ters. 

Mr,  Shipman — The  Managers  were  examining  for  an  appli- 
cation of  Mr.  Hall,  in  the  letter-book, — not  the  proper  place  to 
look  for  it.  We  ascertained  this  after  they  bad  made  their 
examination  ;  as  they  did  not  inform  us  before,  we  could  not 
make  the  offer  before.  Here  is  the  application,  dated  Nov. 
24th,  1871.  Mr,  Hall  has  a  box  in  the  office,  as  has  every  con- 
tractor, where  things  of  that  kind  are  kept.  The  applications 
in  that  shape  are  put  in  the  box.  I  presume  Mr.  Ripley's 
application  will  be  in  there,  and  this  is  the  paper  you  were 
looking  for  and  did  not  find. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— We  will  look  at  it  afterwards  and  see. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OF  O.   M.   HOBINSON. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  When  purchases  are  made  of  land,  are  the  certifi- 
cates made  up  right  away  ? 

Answer.  It  is  owing  to  circumstances  somewhat. 

Q.  Are  there  any  times  when  the  certificates  are  not  made 
up  at  once  ? 

A.  There  are. 

Q.  For  what  reason  was  that  delayed  ? 

A.  Frequently  uncurrent  cheeks  are  sent  to  the  office,  or 
drafts  which  the  State  Treasurer  will  not  take,  and  we  have  to 
hold  the  application  until  the  check  Or  draft  is  paid. 
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Q.  "What  otliGi-  reasons  are  there  for  delaying  payment  to  tlie 
Treasury  ? 

A.  Sometimes  lands  are  withheld  on  checks. 

Q.  When  swamp  lands  are  purchased  on  matured  scrip,  is 
the  return  made  to  the  Treasurer  at  once  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  certificate  always  made  out  at  once?  Are  you 
ever  behind  with  your  work,  so  it  is  not  "made  up,"  as  you 
call  it  ? 

A.  Sometimes,  in  the  rush  of  business. 

Q.  In  that  ease  is  the  payment  ma<le  over  to  the  Treasurer 
before  the  certificate  is  made  up  ? 

A,  It  is  not. 

Q.  Is  not  the  payment  made  to  the  Treasurer  always  when 
the  certificate  is  made  up  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Are  checks  or  drafts  sent  for  the  purchase  of  scrip,  that 
are  unciirrent  and  have  to  be  collected  away  from  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  "Would  that  delay  the  payment  to  the  Treasurer  ? 

A.  It  would. 

Q.  Would  yon  make  up  a  certificate  for  those  lands  before 
you  had  received  returns  for  that  check  or  draft  ? 

A.  Sometimes  we  do  and  sometimes  we  don't. 

Q,  Would  yon  usually  ? 

A.  Usually  not. 

Q.  But  a  payment  would  not  be  made  to  the  Treasurer  until 
a  return  was  made  from  the  draft  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  recollection  about  this  Conley 
land  that  was  purchased  by  Hoyt  &  Draper? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Do  yon  recollect  whether  Hoyt  &  Draper  paid  for  their 
scrip  with  a  check  or  draft,  or  not  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  why  the  payment  was  delayed  at  the 
Treasury  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  From  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  When  was  the  assignment  made  of  the  Bathay  contmct 
to  Smith  ? 

A.  Some  time  in  1871 ;   I  don't  think  I  can  give  the  montli, 

Q.  What  was  the  time  with  refei-ence  to  the  time  given  to 
Hewitt, — that  general  order  yon  spoke  of, — or  was  the  assign- 
ment made  before  or  after  Hewitt  got  his  order  ? 

A.  After. 

Q.  Then  Hewitt  had  got  his  assignment  when  tlie  order  was 
made? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  still  reserves  on  that  order  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  so  understood. 

Q.  On  these  reserves  made  by  Hewitt  on  that  order  on  the 
Bathay  contract,  that  Smith  recognized,  in  all  those  reserva- 
tions as  made? 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  What  is  the  fact  in  regard  to  these  applications — those 
written  applications— being  put  in  letter  hooks  ? 

A.  Applications  that  direct  the  purchase  of  land  are  filed 
with  the  letters  ;  applications  to  reserve  on  contract  are  placed 
in  the  box  containing  a  record  of  that  contract  on  which  the 
land  is  reserved. 

Q.  Should  this  application  of  E.  B.  Hall's  be  pnt  in  the  let- 
ter-book, or  in  Hall's  box  ? 

A.  I  will  tell  you  by  looking  at  the  application.  [Witness 
here  looked  at  application.]     It  should  go  in  his  box. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  that  as  an  application  by  Hall  for  any 
part  of  this  land  spoken  of  by  Smith, — a  part  of  the  lands  on 
the  hst  of  Smith  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  anything  about  that,  whether  they  are  on 
Smith's  list  or  not. 
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Q,  Will  you  look  upon  that  paper,  and  see  whether  it  covers 
any  descriptions  below  the  dashes  that  the  Honorable  Manager 
has  called  your  attention  to  ?     [Showing  witness  paper.] 

A.  It  does,  sir, 

Mr.  McGowan — AVe  aslt  that  the  application  be  marked,  and 
filed  with  the  Secretary. 

The  following.ia  a  copy : 

EXHIBIT   AA. 
SUBDIVISION.  5        I         Si         g    J 

I    g     I     ^  i 

wJiofBwM - C  B6n  le  g» 

a^ofeeji fl  38  "  80 

sjtfolne-lf 9  "  "  80 

e«ofsBM - 9  "  "  80 

s«ofBe!i 13  STn  le  80 

ewJiofneK — IS  ■'  "  40 

n^tfofnaiC — - 21  ■'  '■  SO 

sjtforneK - 21  ■'  "  80 

cjfof  nwJi 21  "         ■  W 

BWJiofnwM 22  ■'  '■  « 

WJiofBBK — - 29  BTn  Iw  SO 

nefiJi _. 24  36  n  aw  636ax 

KXofBwK 2*  "  "  89       X 

nwJ^olBeM U  ■'  ■'  40        X 

lota  Ho  land  a 24  ■'  ■■  97  19  X 

uwjiofnwjf,- S  Bin  2w  40 

ne^otseJi 6  "  "  40 

sMofBBJi 6  "  "  SO 

nejrofjie^ 1  '■  ■'  40 

aw«ofne!i 8  "  "  40 

n-wjiofee^ 8  ■•  ■•  40 

COmmiiiUmir  Slate  Land  Ofife  : 

PlflRBB  resflrre  Uie  above  llet  of  Lands  for  me  on  Contract  Xo,  23,  Ionia,  Houshton 
Lake  and  Mackinac  State  Koad. 

E.  HALL, 
Bj-  L.  B.  POTTER. 

LabbIbb,  HoTemliBr  24. 1811. 

Endorsed  on  the  back : 

'•  E.  Hall,  application.    Received  at  Lansing  NOTember  24,  ISTI.  MichigBn  Slate 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Kipley  applying  for  a 
portion  of  this  land  on  that  list  of  Smith's  ? 
A.  I  have  not. 
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Q.  Has  Ripley  made  any  contracts  ? 

A.  He  lias. 

Q.  Has  he  a  box  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Has  Mr.  Ripley  got  my  contracts  ? 

A.  He  lias. 

Q.  Has  lie  a  box  ? 

A.  He  has. 

Q.  If  he  applied  for  lands  on  his  contracts  on  nnmatured 
scrip,  where  should  the  application  be  found,  according  to 
practice  ? 

A.  In  his  box. 

Q.  I  think  you  have  stated  in  answer  to  the  Manager's  ques- 
tion that  when  contracts  haye  matured  the  lands  in  some 
instances  have  lain  along  and  have  not  been  patented  up  P 

A.  I  thini:  there  are  such  instances,  a  short  time. 

Q.  How  long? 

A.  I  could  not  give  any  definite  time, — it  varies. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  these  lands  have  remained  along  and 
not  been  patented  when  the  ecrip  matured,  or  the  contract 
liad  entirely  matured  ? 

A.  Well,  sometimes  it  is  the  case  witli  contracts  that  the 
contractors  are  a  firm,  the  individual  names  of  which  we  do 
not  know,  and  we  cannot  issue  a  patent  iu  the  name  of  a  firm, 
and  so  we  have  to  hold  on  until  we  can  get  the  individual 
names.  Sometimes  we  have  been  unable  to  get  them  right 
away.    Sometimes  it  has  run  a  long  time. 

Q.  Is  it  a  fact,  Mr.  Robinson,  that  there  is  sometimes  confu- 
sion in  the  accounts  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  It  ia  necessary  to  see  the  contractors  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  the  contractors  come  to  the  office  promptly  when 
their  contracts  have  matured ;  always  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  always. 
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Q,  To  settle  up  their  aecoiiuta  and  get  their  patents  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  the  present  Commiesioner  has 
taken  any  measures  to  have  these  oM  contracts  all  patented  np, 
— all  esamiued  and  patented  up  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  has  been  that  action  ? 

A.  Some  time  in  March — the  fore  part  of  March,  I  think, 
he  directed  one  of  the  clerks  to  notify  every  contractor  that 
unless  he  sent  in  the  names  that  he  wished  the  patents  issued 
to,  we  should  issue  them  to  the  contractor ;  commencing  on 
the  20th  of  March,  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  "Which  one  of  the  clerks  took  the  matter  in  hand  ? 

A.  Mr.  Gillam,  I  think. 

Q  Now,  with  regard  to  these  checks  or  drafts  that  were 
left  here.  Is  it  a  practice  of  the  office  to  receive  checks  or 
drafts  and  retain  them  on  application  for  swamp  lands  ? 

A.  I  think  it  has  never  been  the  practice. 

Q.  What  class  of  lands  are  checks  or  drafts  received  on  ? 

A.  School  lands,  generally, — ^primary  school  lands. 

Q.  For  what  proportion  of  the  payment  ? 

A.  Sometimes  full  payment  and  sometimes  quarter  payment. 

Q,  Any  time  half  payment, — fifty  per  cent.  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  an  instance ;  no,  sir, 

Q.  Yon  say  you  have  no  recollection  of  Hewitt  having  any 
lands  marked  to  him  when  he  had  no  credits  since  1871  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  some  marked  to  Jones  &  Porter ;  what  was 
there  about  those  marks, — were  they  put  on  since  1871,  that 
you  know  of? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Were  they  removed  since  1871  ? 

A.  They  have  been  considered  as  vacant  since  1871. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  directions  to  remove  them  ? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  E.  H.  Porter  directed  me,  I  think,  to  rub  them 
out, — to  rub  out  the  marks  on  those  vacant  lands. 
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Q.  When  did  he  tell  you  to  do  that  ? 

A.  About  the  time  that  he  went  out  of  the  office, — I  could 
not  say  whether  it  was  a  day  or  two  before  or  a  day  or  two  af- 
ter. 

Q.  Abowt  what  quantity  of  laud  wae  marked,  that  be 
wanted  you  to  rub  out  the  marks  from  ? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  say  very  near;  quite  a  number  of 
pieces,  however. 

Q.  I  wish  you  would  state  a  little  more  fully  with  regard  to 
an  applicant  changing  his  order  and  having  his  lands  patented 
to  some  one  else,  or  the  certificate  issued  to  some  one  else  ? 

A.  It  is  a  case  that  so  seldom  occurs — 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  its  ever  occurring  ? 

A,  I  could  not  cite  an  instance,  but  my  impression  is  that 
since  my  stay  in  the  office  there  have  been  such  instances. 

Q.  Where  a  man  had  made  an  application  for  a  piece  of  land 
and  paid  for  it  ? 

A.  lie  had  simply  to  come  in  and  change  hia  application, 

Q.  And  have  the  certificate  issued  to  some  one  else  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  there  have  been  such  cases.  I  would 
not  say  positive  that  there  has  or  has  not. 

Q.  That  was  all  that  you  meant  by  it,  then  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  making  application  and  before  the  certificate  was 
issued  to  him,  he  might  come  in  and  order  the  certificate 
issued  to  some  one  else  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  change  the  application? 

A.  Change  the  application.  It  would  require  him  to  change 
the  application. 

Q.  You  would  always  require  the  application  changed  ? 

A.  Yes,  ail-. 

Q.  And  put  in  the  name  of  some  one  else  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  that  be  in  ease  some  one  else  had  purchased  the 
interest  of  the  applicant  ? 
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A.  I  conld  not  say  under  \vhat  circumsfcaneea  it  would  be 
done. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  any  ease  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  First  sends 
up  the  following  question,  which  the  Secretary  will  read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"  You  have  stated  that  certain  parcels  of  land  were  marked 
from  time  to  time  with  the  initials  Cyriia  Hewitt  and  Jones  & 
Porter.    "Who  made  those  marks  on  the  books." 

A,  Sometimes  the  Deputy  made  them  and  sometimes  I 
marked  them, — just  as  it  happened. 

Q.  If  you  made  them,  at  whose  instance  or  instruction  did 
you  make  them  ? 

A.  The  Deputy's,  generally. 

Q,  When  were  those  marts  made  ?  "When  were  those  marks 
on  the  books  in  favor  of  Hewitt  and  Jones  &  Porter  made, 
the  marks  that  are  now  referred  to  as  having  been  made 
when  they  had  no  credits  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  of  any  such. 

Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  such  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  understanding  has  been,  Mr.  Robinson,  that  you 
have  testified  that  Hewitt  had  lands  marked  up  to  him  on  the 
books  when  he  bad  no  credits  at  the  office.    Is  that  a  fact  ? 

A.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  so  understood.    No,  sir. 

Q.  It  has  also  been  understood  that  Jones  &  Porter  had 
lands  marked  up  to  them  when  they  had  no  credits,— do  yoa 
wish  that  to  be  understood? 

A.  I  conld  not  say  positively  about  that.  I  think,  however, 
that  there  was  some  land  marked  up  to  them  when  they  had 
no  credits. 

Q.  Yon  say  now  that  yon  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  that 
there  were  any  lands  marked  to  Hewitt  when  he  had  no 
credits  ? 

A.  I  do  not, — no  sir, 
84 
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Q,  Wliat  lands  were  you  speaking  of,  tlien,  tliat  were  marlvecl 
np  to  him  ? 

A,  Swamp  lands  and  scliool  lands. 

Q,  Were  Ihey  charged  to  him  on  his  credits  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  marks  ever  removed  from  the  books  for  the 
benefit  of  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q,  He  either  sold  the  lands  or  had  them  patented  up  when 
the  scrip  mutvired  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Q.  Then  all  jou  know  about  lands  being  marked  to  Jones 
&  Porter,  where  they  had  no  credit,  is  simply  these  marks 
that  Mr.  E.  H.  Porter  told  yon  to  remove  when  he  went  away  ? 

A.  That  is  all  I  koow  about  it,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  know  nothing  of  the  kind  against  Hewitt? 

A.  I  do  not,— no,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  asked  with  regard  to  Mr.  Hewitt's  application 
for  some  land  on  a  school  section,  where  he  deposited  one  quar- 
ter payment.  Will  yon  state  why  his  application  was  not  held 
continued  upon  quarter  payments  on  the  check,  after  Busch 
made  his  application  ? 

A.  The  enst-om  of  the  oiHcc,  where  there  is  a  conflict  in 
that  way,  is  to  have  it  settled  up  immediately  by  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  there  ia  any  law  or  Supreme 
Conrt  decision  that  requires  that  it  should  he  ? 

Q,  I  think  there  has  been  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Conrt 
with  regard  to  it. 

.Q  That  where  lands  ate  held  on  a  quarter  payment,  and 
some  other  party  applies  for  a  portion  of  them,  then  the  party 
who  is  holding  them  on  this  quarter  payment  must  elect  what 
he  will  take  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  it  ? 

A.  That  is  it. 
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Q.  I  think  you  stated  that  these  checks  or  tLriifts  were 
retained  in  tlie  Land  Office  until  the  final  disposition  of  the 
case,  either  by  full  payment  or  otherwise  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  You  stated  also  that  the  money  was  never  paid  into  the 
Treasury,  by  the  practice  of  the  office,  until  the  certi- 
ficate was  issued  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  there  is  one  quarter  payment  do  you  issue  any 
certificate  ? 

A.  We  do? 

Q.  Is  it  required  when  a  quarter  payment  is  made  that  a, 
certificate  issue  on  the  payment  of  one  quarter  the  amount? 

A.  I  think  it  is? 

Mr.  Maoager  Huston — That  is  the  statute. 

Q.  In  these  cases  where  a  quarter  of  the  amount  is  paid  and 
a  cheek  or  draft  is  held,  do  you  issue  certificates  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  quite  understand  your  question. 

Q.  In  the  case  of  Hewitt,  where  he  applied  for  the  five 
forties  and  left  his  check  on  his  hands  for  one-fourth  of  the 
payment,  was  there  a  certificate  issued  to  Hewitt  ? 

A,  There  was. 

Q.  And  the  check  you  held  in  the  Land  Office? 

A.  Until  it  was  presented  for  payment. 

Q.  When  was  the  certificate  issued  on  that  ? 

A.  May  1, 1872. 

Q.  When  was  the  payment  made  on  the  chock  ? 

A.  May  1, 1872. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  issued  a  certificate  until  the  money  is 
paid? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Then,  what  becomes  of  the  money  ? 

A.  It  goes  to  the  Treasury. 
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RE-EXAMINATION   OF   0, 

B«-exaini nation  by  Mr.  Hnston  ; 

Question,  If  I  understand  yon,  you  said  yon  knew  of  no  cases 
where  the  certificate  had  been  issued  to  a  different  party  from 
the  one  that  applied.  "Will  yon  look  at  29  N.,  4  W.,  29 
N.  7  W.,  and  see,  -whether  in  that  case  when  Hewitt  applied, 
that  the  certificates  were  not  issued  to  John  Charlton? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  lands  were  applied  for  by  Hewitt  ? 

A.  They  were  held  on  his  checks,  it  seems  by  the  marks. 

Q.  You  do  not  hold  Lhem  unless  he  has  paid  for  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  He  may  have  applied,  however,  to  hold  until 
he  should  designate  the  names  of  parties  to  enter  them. 

Q.  That  was  school  land  ? 


OBED   SMITH, 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston; 

Question.  Who  has  any  interest  iu  the  Bathay  contract  that 
was  assigned  to  you,  besides  yourself,  if  anybody  ? 

Answer.  Not  any  person. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  general  order  drawn  by  Mr. 
Bathay  to  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  There  was  such  an  order  when  I  took  the  contract.  I 
was  informed  there  was.    I  did  not  see  it, 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Hewitt  with  regard 
to  the  order  ? 

A.  Yes,  we  had  conversation.  Tliere  is  a  writing  filed  in  the 
ofBce,  which  I  then  enclosed  with  it,  but  I  am  not  certain  about 
that  lands  that  were  reserved  ou  the  contract  wei-e  to  lie,  to  be 
paid  for  by  Bathay,  or  others.  They  were  to  lie  against  the  con- 
tract. The  understanding  was,  that  if  the  lands  were  not 
paid  for,  the  lands  were  to  belong  to  me.  That  was  the  gen- 
eral understanding:  If  the  lands  were  not  paid  for,  and 
patents  taken,  the  lands  were  to  belong  to  me,  except  those 
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that  he  would  have  a  right  to  throw  back,  under  the  law 
passed  last  year, 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that? 

A.  There  were  certain  local  lauds  taken,  and  an  act  was 
passed  by  the  Legislature,  allowing  him  to  take  other  lauds  in 
the  room,  and  throw  them  back  to  the  State, — they  being  local 
lauds  when  the  contract  was  made, 

Q.  Suppose  Mr,  Hewitt  reserves  80  acres  of  land  upon  the 
general  order  of  Bathay,  and  the  land  is  afterwards  sold  and 
patented  by  the  State — who  pays  the  State  for  the  land  ? 

A.  The  person  to  whom  it  is  patented. 

Q.  TVas  it  the  understanding  between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Hewitt,  that  it  was  to  come  out  of  you  or  out  of  the  Bathay 
contract  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  there  was  no  such  understanding.  He  has  to 
pay  for  it,  if  it  is  paid  by  any  scrip  belonging  to  him.  He 
pays  me  for  the  scrip,  I  sold  him  f]25  worth  the  other  day 
stipulating  that  ho  is  to  take  up  the  lands  that  are  reserved  on 
this  contract. 

Q.  What  was  the  object,  then,  of  his  holding  this  Bathay 
order — this  general  order  fi^m  Bathay — if  he  had  no  interest 
in  it, — what  was  the  object, 

A.  The  object  was,  because  Mr.  Bathay  made  that  reserva- 
tion. He  had  had  some  others  from  Mr.  Hewitt,  and  he  made 
that  reservation  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

Q. .  When  was  that  sale  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  13th  of  September,  1871,  if  I  recollect 
correctly. 

Q.  What  amount  of  land  is  reserved  on  that  Bathay  con- 
tract? 

A.  I  have  not  got  all  here,  I  think  Mr.  Hewitt  has,  I  will 
see  in  a  moment  what  I  have  got  here.  Yes,  here  is  a  list 
which  shows  what  is  reserved  under  Hewitt's  name, — 3,832.28 
acres. 
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Q.  That   is  the  amoimt  that  is  reserved  on  that  { 
order? 

A.  That  is  the  amount  as  they  have  put  it  here.  I  know 
nothing  about  it  any  further.  There  is  more  than  I  supposed 
there  was, — considerable.  There  has  been  a  large  amount  of 
that  patented.  I  don't  know  how  much,  but  probably  one-half. 

Q.  The  half  that  has  been  patented, — out  of  whose  scrip  was 
the  State  paid  for  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know.  I  sold  the  other  day,  to  Mr.  Hewitt, 
scrip  for  1,000  or  1,200  acres,  but  I  stipulated  that  it  should 
go  to  pay  for  tlie  lands  tliat  had  been  reserved,  in  order  to  get 
it  off  the  contract. 

Q.  Has  anytliing  been  paid  oat  of  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  I  gave  an  order  for  what  was  due  me  on  the  Bathay  con- 
tract. 

Q.  Was  it  paid  on  this  general  order  yon  refer  to, — matured 
scrip? 

A.  Yesj  sir;  matured  scrip.  I  gave  an  order  to  him,  to 
allow  him  to  patent  so  much  land  out  of  lands  that  had  been 
already  reserved  on  that  contract.  I  did  it  this  way  for  the 
purpose  of  being  sure  to  have  the  lands  taken  off.  I  did  not 
wish  to  increase  or  lessen — 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hewitt  pay  yon  for  tliis  thousand  or  twelve 
hundred  scrip  yon  let  him  have  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  paid  me  the  money  for  it ;  the  last  of  it  I 
drew  out  of  his  bank  a  day  or  two  ago. 

Q.  Then  virtually  he  has  no  interest  in  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  He  has  no  interest  in  any  way.  I  did  not  agree  with 
Mr.  Hewitt  in  the  first  place.  I  told  liim  what  I  did  agree 
with  Mr.  Bathay,  and  told  him  I  should  carry  it  out.  Mr, 
Bathay  stipulated  when  he  signed  my  contract,  that  I  should 
allow  that  to  remain  a  short  time.  He  promiaei  to  go  to  the 
office  and  turn  back  such  lands  as  the  law  allowed  him  to. 

Q.  "When  were  they  to  pay  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  did  not  stipulate  in  (he  writing  I  gave. 
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Q.    When  did  you  uaderstaiid  they  wexe  to  pay  ? 

A.  They  were  to  take  it  off  so  tiiat  it  would  not  interfere 
with  my  operation. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  now  four  o'clock.  The  Senate 
will  stand  adjourned  until  to-morrow  moraing  at  0  o'clock. 


Lansing,  Thursday,  May  9, 1S72. 

The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tmi. 

The  8ergeant-at-Arm3  made  the  usual  proclamation. 

Roll  called :  quorum  present. 

Absent  witliont  leave:  Senators  Neasmith  and  Sheley. 

Mr,  Putnam — Mr.  President,  I  would  ask  leave  of  absence 
for  Mr,  Neasmith.  I  understand  he  is  absent  in  consequence 
of  sickness  in  his  family. 

Indefinite  leave  of  absence  was  granted. 

Mr,  Romeyn — Mr.  President :  I  do  not  desire  to  make  a  for- 
mal motion,  but  I  would  like  to  have  Mr.  Sheley  informed  by 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms  that  the  Senate  is  ready  to  proceed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Sorgeant-at-Arms  will  so  inform 
him. 

The  Honorable  Managers  will  proceed  in  support  of  their 
articles  of  impeachment.  Senators  will  please  give  their  atten- 
tion. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President,  I  would  say  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Smith,  who  was  on  the  stand  when  the  Senate  adjourned 
last  evening,  that  he  was  taken  sick  during  the  night  and  he 
is  not  able  to  be  here. 

RICHARD   8.  THOMAS,   RECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston: 

.  What  sliare  of  the  ninety  dollars  you  i-ec^ived  for 
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the  land  in  33  N.,  3  W.,  on  section  16,  from  Mr.  Allison,  did 
yon  pay  to  Mr,  Hewitt  ? 
Answer.  I  paid  him  betwixt  ten  and  twelve  dollars. 

RE-CE08S-EXAMINATI0N   OF  B.   S.  THOMAS, 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  What  was  that  for? 

Answer,  For  tiie  use  of  his  money  in  holding  the  lands  for 
me. 

Q.  That  was  the  compensation  that  you  paid  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "Would  he  not  have  been  entitled  to  that  whether  you 
got  the  land  or  not  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  yon  had  used  his  money  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  should  not  think  he  would  be  entitled  unless 
I  had  had  the  land. 

Q.  Was  it  an  interest  in  the  land,  ox  was  it  so  much  money 
due  from  you  to  him  ? 

A.  So  much  money  dao  from  me  to  Mr.  Hewitt. 

Q.  It  was  not  a  share  of  the  land,  then,  was  it  ? 

A.  Noj  sir. 

TESTIMONY   OF  H.  H.   HOYT. 

H.  H.  Hoyt,  a  witness,  produced,  sworn,  and  examinal  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Huston : 

Question — Mr.  Hojt,  where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — East  Saginaw. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? 

A.  Lawyer  by  profession, 

Q.  Are  yon  ar-quainted  with  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q,  What  was  his  business  when  yon  was  acquainted  with  him? 

A.  He  was  in  the  Land  Office,  when  I  knew  him,  as  clerk,  I 
understand. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  with  him,  in  the  Land 
Office,  in  regard  to  lands  ? 

A.  Only  getting  plats  of  lands. 

Q.  Of  what  towns  did  yon  get  plats  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell  yon.    "We  got  plats  of  a  large  nnmber  of  towns. 

Q.  Get  any  plats  in  Sanilac  and  Tnscola  counties  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  Van  Dunham  for  the  plats  ? 

A,  Two  shillings  a  plat, — two  shillings  a  town, 

Q.  Did  you  pay  him  anything  in  addition, — anything 
besides  the  two  shillings  ? 

A,  I  paid  him  nothing  in  addition,  for  the  jjlata. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  pay  him  any  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  mnch  ? 

A.  I  think  that  we  paid  him  liao, 

Q.  What  did  yon  pay  him  the  $125  for  ? 

A.  For — I  shall  have  to  explain  it  a  little  in  order  io— 

Q.  Well,  explain. 

A.  When  I  went  to  the  Land  Oflice  to  get  the  plats,  I  told 
Mr.  Van  Dunham  that  I  wanted  him  to  mark  on  the  plats  all 
the  land  that  was  not  patented,  and  state  on  the  plats  the 
reason  that  they  were  not  patented ;  and  for  that  information, 
and  for  the  information  that  we  might  want  in  the  office,  if 
we  sent  for  lands  that  were  not  patented,  if  they  were  reserved 
or  licensed,  or  anything  that  would  indicate  that  they  were  not 
patented,  we  would  pay  him  for  that  information,  provided  wc 
got  the  land. 

Q.  When  was  it  you  paid  him  the  $125  ? 

A,  I  think  it  was  in  December  last. 

Q.  What  year  ? 

A.  Last  year, 

Q.  Do  yoii  know  Charles  Oonley,  Sanilac  county  ? 

A.  I  know  a  man  hy  the  name  of  Conley, — I  do  not  know 
whether  his  given  name  is  Charles  or  not. 
85 
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Q.  Have  you  got  the  plats  from  Van  Dunham,— did  you 
buy  any  laud  in  Sanilac  county  ? 

A,  It  was  either  in  Sanilac  or  Lapeer,  I  forget  which.  I 
think  ifc  was  in  Sanilac. 

Q.  Was  it  claimed,  or  is  it  claimed,  by  any  other  person  ? 

A.  I  think  is  was  licensed  laud, 

Q.  Licensed  to  whom  ? 

A.  I  think  we  got  120  acres — I  think  SO  acres  was  licensed 
to  Mr.  Conley. 

Q.  Do  you  know  AdamWooloTcr? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  own  a  piece  of  laud  that  was  licensed  to  him '? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  own  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  purchase  it  ? 

A.  I  purchased  that  laud  from  a  man  by  the  namo  of  Cor- 
nell. 

Q.  Where  docs  Mr.  Cornell  reside? 

A.  I  understand  he  resides  at  Coldwater. 

Q.  When  did  yoa  purchase  it  of  Mr,  Cornell  ^ 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  January  last. 

Q.  Can  you  give  ns  a  description  of  that  piece  of  laud  ? 

A.  I  cannot.    I  think  it  was  in  35-11-11. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  township  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember, 

Q.  Koylton — is  it  in  Koylton,  in  Tuscola  county  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is ;  I  do  not  i-emember. 

Q.  What  have  you  done  with  that  land;  you  say  you  have 
not  got  it  now  ? 

A.  I  have  conveyed  it. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  To  Julius  Ferry. 

Q.  Whore  docs  he  reside  ? 

A.  I  am  willing  to  answer  any  questions  in  reference  to  the 
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ihment,  bat  I  am  not  willing  to  go  into  my  private  bus- 
iness transactions. 

Q,  My  question  is,  where  does  this  man  reside  ? 

Mr.  Shlpman — We  will  object  to  pursuing  this  matter.  It 
seems  to  us  immaterial. 

The  Presiding  Officer.  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  material 
■where  this  party  resides  ;  and  the  objection  is  sustained. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — If  the  Chair  will  permit,  I  will  state 
the  object  I  have  in  introducing  the  testimony.  The  question 
is  the  same  as  the  one  that  was  raised  when  Mr.  Woolover  was 
on  the  stand,  with  regai^d  to  the  same  testimony.  Wtat  we 
desire  to  show  is,  that  this  land  Iius  been  conveyed  and  suit 
has  been  commenced,  as  was  stated  when  the  question  was 
raised  before,  in  the  TTnited  States  Court ;  and  we  expected  to 
have  Mr.  Cornell  here,  if  he  is  not  already  here,  and  connect 
all  of  these  parties ;  that  it  was  only  a  part  of  the  same  trans- 
action to  get  this  land  if  they  could  from  Mr.  WooloTer,  and 
connect  it  by  this  witness, — showing  he  got  the  information 
with  regard  to  it,  and  paid  for  it,  to  one  of  the  clerks  in  the 
office ;  and  it  seems  to  me  it  is  competent  for  that  reason.  "We 
want  to  show  the  last  transaction, — what  Mr.  Woolover  or  any 
one  in  the  office  has  had  to  do  with  this  particular  piece  of 
land. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Honorable  Manager  propose 
to  connect  this  party  to  whom  the  witness  says  he  sold  the 
land,  with  the  clerk  in  the  office  also  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Hnston — I  do  not  propose  anything  of  that 
kind,  because  I  do  not  know  anything  of  this  party  to  whom 
the  land  was  sold,  or  whether  there  is  such  a  person.  I  have 
some  doubts  about  there  being  any  such  person ;  and  that  is 
the  reason  why  I  desire  to  show  the  whole  transaction.  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  Mr.  I'erry,  and  the  witness  declines 
to  answer  where  he  resides.  The  paper  says  he  resides  in  the 
State  of  New  York. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  position  of  the  Chair  was  not 
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based  upon  the  refusal  of  the  vitneas,  but  upon  the  objection 
coining  from  the  counsel  for  the  respondent. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  suppose  not.  I  merely  state  that 
to  show  that  it  does  not  look  ^entirely  fair  upon  its  face,  or  the 
witness  would  be  willing  to  state.  If  it  was  a  fair  and  square 
transaction  he  would  have  no  objection  to  stating  to  whom  he 
sold  the  land.  He  bought  the  land  of  Cornell,  and  he  bought 
information  also  with  regard  to  this  land  from  Van  Dunham. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Chair  has  decided  the  question, 
but  I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate.  The  question  is,  Shall 
the  question  proposed  by  the  Honorable  Manager  Huston  be 
admitted  ? 

The  Secretary  will  read  the  question. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"  "Where  does  Mr.  Perry  reside  ?" 

The  Presiding  Officer — Senators,  those  of  you  in  favor  of 
the  question  being  put  to  the  witness  will,  as  your  names  are 
called,  say  Aye ;  those  opposed,  No.  The  Secretary  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  Secretary  called  the  roll,  and  the  question  was  ordered 
to  be  put,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follo^i's : 
YEAS. 


Mr, 

,  Begole, 
Briggs, 
Dester, 
Gay, 

Mr. 

Jenks, 
Mann, 
Moffatt, 
Prutzmau, 

NAYS. 

Mr 

,  Eomeyn, 
Stoddard, 
Storrs, 
Waterbary, 

Mr 

,  Alexander, 
Ball, 
Barber, 
Cawley, 

Mr. 

Hannahs, 
Price, 
Putnam, 
Stockbridge, 

Mr 

,  Wheeler, 
Wood, 
President 
pro  tern.. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  yeas  being  12  and  the  nays  11, 
the  question  will  be  put  to  the  witness. 
Q.  Where  does  Mr.  Ferry  reside  ? 
A.  He  resides  in  Skenevius,  N.  Y. 
Q.  What  did  he  pay  you  for  the  land  ? 
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Mr.  Shipman— -We  object  to  the  question,  as  beiug  quite  im- 
material. In  what  way  does  it  affect  the  Commissioner? 
There  ia  no  question  but  that  the  land  was  sold  and  obtained 
in  the  way  that  has  been  stated :  does  it  make  any  difference 
what  has  become  of  the  land, — whether  the  parties  who  bought 
it  made  money  out  of  it  or  not  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Honorable  Manager  wish 
to  be  heard  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — The  question  is  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  the  other.  I  did  not  suppose  he  paid  anything  for  the 
land. 

Witness— I  can  state  if  I  am  allowed. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  will  wait. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  will  withdraw  the  qiiostioii,  to 
save  discussion. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is  withdrawn. 

Q.  You  sold  the  Conely  land? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  bought  these  lands  whom  did  you  nego- 
tiate with  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — Which  land  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — The  Woolover  laud. 

A.  Mr.  Cornell. 

Q.  Did  you  haye  any  negotiations  with  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  I  wrote  to  him, 

Q.  In  regard  to  purchasing  that  land  ? 

A.  I  will  state  how  it  happened.  I  wrote  to  him.  I  got 
my  plat  ftom  the  Land  Office,  and  this  particular  land  was 
marked  "  vacant."  I  wrote  to  the  Land  Office  for  it ;  they 
stated  to  me  that  it  was  sold,  and  I  wrote  and  wanted  to  know 
how  it  appeared  on  my  plats,  if  it  was  vacant  when  it  was 
sold  ?  They  stated  to  me  the  time  it  was  sold,  and  who  had 
bought  it. 

Q.  You  wrote  to  find  out  the  price  ? 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  write  to  find  out  the  price, — Van 
Dunham  ? 
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A.  Yes,  sir;  and  Mr.  Cornell  came  to  our  place  ami  I  bought 
the  land. 

Q.  Did  you  get  an  auewer  from  that  lufctor  to  Van  Dunl];im  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  did;  I  will  not  be  positive. 

Q.  Have  you  got  tbat  letter  with  jon  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  \v-rite  to  Cornell  yoursell'? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  jou  know  bow  it  was  when  Conley  came  down  to 
see  yon,  and  you  notified  him. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  Van  Dunham  to  notify  Cornell? 

A.  No,  Bir. 

Q.  Did  Coraell  say  anything  about  how  he  learned  that  you 
wanted  to  buy  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  "What  did  Van  Dunham  write  you  in  regard  to  Cornell, 
in  answer  to  your  letter  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  withdraw  the  ijuefition. 

CROSS-BXAMmATION-   OF  11.  H.  HOVT. 

OroBS-examined  by  Mr.  McGrOwan : 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Commissioner  Ed- 
monds, in  relation  to  the  Woolover  lands  ? 

Answer.  I  never  knew  Mr.  Edmonds,  not  even  by  eight, 
until  after  these  proceedings  were  commenced.  I  never  had 
any  conversation  with  him. 

Mr.  McOowan — That  is  all. 

Witness — I  would  like  to  state  one  thing. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  witness  may  explain. 

Witness — As  far  as  I  know,  no  one,  dii-ectly  or  indirectly, 
was  interested  in  the  purchase  of  this  Woolover  land,  as  far  as 
we  were  concerned.  That,  so  far  as  we  were  concerned,  was  a 
bona  fide  transaction. 
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Mr,  Shipman — No  one  but  who  ? 

A.  Mr.  Draper  and  myself, — my  partner. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Is  this  witness  one  of  the  firm  of 
nojt  &  Draper? 

"Witness — Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Did  you  ever  write  to  the  Com- 
missioner in  regard  to  this  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  McGowan — Did  you  write  to  Cornell  after  reeeiyiug  a 
letter  from  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  "Were  both  of  those  pieces  purchased  by  Hoyt  &  Draper, 
— the  Conley  piece  and  the  "Woolover  piece  ? 

A.  The  WoolOYer  piece  was  purchased  by  myself. 

Q.  The  other  piece  by  Hoyt  &  Draper  '^ 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anybody  have  any  interest  in  these  pieces,  but  your- 
self and  partner  ? 

A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  B,  E.  Brown  had  an  interest  in 
the  Woolover  piece. 

Q,  Did  any  one  in  the  Commissioner's  OfBee  '^ 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  one  in  the  Commissioners  Office  have  any  inter- 
est in  any  of  your  transactions  ? 

No,  sir. 

JAMES   T.   MUNKOE,    RECALLED, 

Examined  by  Mr.  Huston : 

Question.  I  desire  to  ask  you  whether  you  paid  Mr,  Barnai'd 
anything  beside  the  horse,  for  the  lands  you  got  of  him  last 
February  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir, 

CEOSS-EXAMIJTATIO^f   OF  JAMES   T.   MUNROE. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 
Question.  A  horse,  or  horse  and  buggy  ? 
Answer.  A  horse. 
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Mr.  Shipman — Part  of  that  land  came  from  Mr,  Hewitt. 
Did  yon  understand  to  whom  the  other  half  belonged,  or  any 
of  the  pieces  ? 

A,  I  have  heard,  hnt  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Whether  Mr.  Hewitt,  or  other  parties  ? 

A,  I  think,  to  another  party. 

Mr.  Shipman — That  is  all. 

TESTIMONY  OF    WIILIAIT  COEEBON. 

William  Coffron,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  tie  part  and  behalf  of  the  Ilonse  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer — Beechville,  Lapeer  county. 

Q.  Have  you  bought  any  lands  of  the  State  since  the  1st  of 
January,  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  was  it  you  purchased  ? 

A.  I  think  in  June. 

Q.  Oan  you  give  a  description  ? 

A.  I  bought  the  N.  W.  of  the  N.  E.  of  3,  town  10-11. 

Q.  How  many  acres  ? 

A.  Eorty  acres. 

Q.  How  did  you  apply  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  went  to  Beechville,  and  sent  fifty  dollars  to  the  Land 
Commissioner,  for  that  description  of  land. 

Q.  Did  you  get  your  land  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  I  got  my  title  all  right,  I  think  somewhere  in 
the  last  days  of  June,  and  a  draft  for  $17.25. 

Q.  Was  there  any  letter  accompanying  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  for  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  did.  I  looked  for  it  when  T  left,  but  it  has  been  mis- 
laid and  I  cannot  find  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  contents  of  the  letter  ? 
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A.  I  think,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  it  was  tliat  I  liad  not 
sent  money  enough  to  purcliase  the  land,  and  he  liad  to  pur- 
chase it  with  scrip,  or  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Yon  heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hojt  that  was  just  on 
the  stand,  in  regard  to  the  lands  he  bought  in  Sanilac  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yoii  know  anything  about  that  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  tiiat  forty  acres  'i 

A.  Town  r  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  AU  I  know  about  it  is,  I  sent  last  summer  for  some  plats 
of  that  town,  and  they  sent  with  the  plafc — by  the  plat  that 
forty  acres  was  marked  reserved  or  licensed, — licensed,  I  think. 

Q.  Is  that  the  Ooniey  land  P 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  other  40  ? 

A.  That  was  the  other  40  in  7,— the  N.  E.  of  the  N.  W. 
in  7. 

Q,  Can  yon  recollect  whether  it  was  marked  "  reserved,"  or 
"  licensed,"  or  "  sold  ?" 

A.  I  think  it  was  "licensed." 


CROSS-EX.\.MIH"ATION  OK  IVILLIAM    ( 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan ; 

Question-— Was  that  an  exact  40  that  you  purchased — the  N. 
W.  of  the  N.  E.  of  2  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  wrote  it  was  a  fraction  ;  I  did  not  know 
it  when  I  sent  the  money. 

Q.  You  got  your  patent  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  the  description  in  the  patent  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Was  it  fractional  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that, — I  cannot  say. 
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Q,  Have  you  got  your  patent  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not ;  I  could  have  brought  it  if  I  had 
been  authorized. 

Q.  How  much  was  to  run  to  you  iu  the  whole  ? 

A.  $17.25. 

Q.  You  sent  for  40  acres  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir  ?  I  sent  $50. 

Q.  They  wrote  back  to  yoa  that  the  amount  which  you  sent 
was  not  sufleient  to  pay  for  the  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  would  enter  iip  the  scrip,  and  send  you  the  bal- 
ance? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  else  except  the  price  of  tlie  scrip 
deducted  from  the  money  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  say  they  sent  you  a  draft  ? 

A.  They  sent  me  a  draft. 

Q.  Didn't  you  know  how  many  acres  there  was  of  tho  land 
after  you  got  it  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tiell. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  it  was  more  than  40  ? 

A.  I  understood  after  I  got  my  title  that  there  was  more 
than  40  acres,  hut  I  cannot  say  how  much. 

Q.  Was  this  the  N.  W.  of  the  N.  E.  of  2,  swamp  land,— ten- 
shiUing  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

RB-DrBEOT  HXAMIHATIO?!    OF   "WLLLIAM    COFFRON. 

Re-direct  examination  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Question — Can  you  remember  whether  there  were  41  acres 
in  it,  or  whether  it  was  40  and  a  fraction  ? 

Answer — I  cannot  say  positively,  hut  it  strikes  my  k 
that  it  was  40  aeres  and  some  hundredths.    I  cannot  say  j 
tively.    I  could  have  brought  the  patent, 

Q.  Cannot  you  say  whether  it  was  20  hundredths. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  GSD 

A.  I  cannot  Bay  anjtliiiig  about  it. 
Q.  It  ivas  less  than  an  acre  over  40  ? 
A.  I  think  it  was,    I  could  not  say  positively. 
Mr.Shipman — There  would  not  have  been  money  enough, 
at  all  eyents,  to  pay  for  what  yon  got  in  cash  ? 

A.  That  is  the  way  I  understood  it  when  I  got  my  title. 

TESTIMOJTY  OF   DAYTON"  fi.   CANFIBLD. 

Dayton   G.  Canfield,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  os- 
amined  on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives,  testified  as  follows : 
Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 
Question — Where  do  you  reside  ? 
Answer — Michigan  Palls,  K"ew  York. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  reside  in  the  State  of  Michigan  ? 
A.  I  resided  liere  in  1840,  one  year. 

Q.  If  yon  ever  bought  any  lands  of  the  State  of  Jliehigan 
during  the  year  1871,  state  when,  and  the  amount  ? 

A.  I  bought  in  1871,  June  14,  80  acres,— the  E.  i  of  the  N- 
W.  \  of  section  3C,  township  33  N.,  range  9  W. 
Q.  What  was  that  land  pet  acre  ? 
A.  Pour  dollars. 

Q.  What  was  it  denominated;  that  is,  was  it  Agricultural 
College  land,  or  State  swamp  Jand  ? 
A.  Swamp  land. 

Q.  Did  you  buy  any  other  swamp  land  ? 
A.  I  bought,  in  September,  another  piece  in  the  same  town- 
ship, on  3. 
Q.  How  did  you  pay  for  that  land  F 
Mr.  McGowan — Which  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — The  land  that  you  bought  in  Sep- 
tember was  swamp  land  also,  was  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  pay  for  it  ? 
A.  I  paid  then  two  dollars. 
Q.  In  what  kind  of  funds? 
A.  I  sent  the  money,  and  they  put  it  into  State  scrip. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


684  TRIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q.  How  did  you  first  aaeertain  that  there  was  any  such 
thing  as  swamp  land  scrip  in  this  State  ? 

A.  I  aeeertained  then,  at  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  Who  mentioned  it  to  you ;  who  mentioned  it  first  ? 

A.  I  think  the  first  when  I  was  there  in  April,  Mr.  Porter. 

Q.  What  was  said  about  it  ? 

A.  He  said  that  they  could  furnish  me  State  scrip  which 
would  he  then,  at  that  time,  sixty-five  cents  on  the  dollar. 
When  I  sent  the  money  they  said  State  scrip  had  gone  up  and 
would  cost  me  seventy. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  of  the  scrip  before  that 
time  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  expect  to  pay  for  those  lands  when  you 
looted  them  up,  before  yonr  attention  was  called  to  the  fact  ? 

A.  To  pay  for  them  in  money,  nothing  else  to  pay  with. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  DATTON   Q.  CANFIELD. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr,  McQowan : 

Question — You  learned  of  this  scrip  business  in  April,  you 
say  ? 

Answer — Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  bought  your  first  land  that  you  have  mentioned,  in 
June? 

A.  The  papers  ai-e  dated  at  that  time ;  yes,  sir, 

Q.  Did  yon  make  your  application  for  it  in  April,  for  that 
iirst  piece  that  was  deeded  in  June. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q   You  bought  your  nest  piece  in  September  following? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  when  you  say  jou  sent  on  money  for  the  piece  that 
you  bought  on  section  3,  in  the  same  town,  did  you  send  the 
money  for  tlie  whole  amount,  or  simply  what  was  necessary  to 
purchase  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Por  the  last  piece  I  sent,  the  money  rated  at  seventy  cents 
on  the  dollar. 
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Q.  For  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  And  then,  after  that,  the  scrip  weut  up,  and  I 
had  to  Beod  a  few  dollars  more.  I  don't  remember  exactly ; 
they  wrote  me  how  much  there  was,  and  I  sent  the  balance. 

Q.  Wae  there  any  instructions  in  your  letter,  that  the  land 
should  be  entered  with  scrip  ? 

A.  Nothing,  only  where  the  scrip  had  gone  up — I  think  that 
was  the  only  thing — from  the  seventy  cents  in  the  previous 
purchase. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is,  whether  you  instructed  the 
Commissioner  or  his  Deputy  to  enter  that  land  with  cash, — 
what  we  call  a  cash  entry, — or  with  scrip  ? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  my. 

Q.  And  jou  only  sent  enough  money  to  pay  for  the  land  in 
scrip  at  seventy  ? 

A.  To  buy  the  scrip  at  seventy  cents, — yes,  sir, 

Q.  Had  yon  made  any  arrangement  to  have  your  lands 
entered  with  scrip  before  you  sent  the  money? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  what  they  said  they  could  do ; — they 
said  they  could  do  so  and  so, 

Q.  Did  you  arrange  with  Mr.  Porter  to  have  it  done  so,  when 
you  bought  your  lands  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  that  was  the  understanding,  if  1 
did  buy,  that  that  would  be  the  arrangement 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  these  lauds  that  you  bought,  the 
first  for  four  dollars  an  acre,  and  the  latter  for  two  dollars  an 
acre,  were  what  were  called  "graduated  swamp  lands?" 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  understood  at  the  office  that  the  7th  of  July 
these  lands  would  be  in  the  market  at  less  value, — two  dollars 
an  acre, — those  that  were  at  four  then. 

Q.  When  did  you  look  over  these  lands  ? 

A.  I  looked  over  these  lands  in  April,  1870,  and  purchased 
in  June,  the  second  purchase. 

Q.  When  you  looked  over  the  land  in  June,  did  you  expect 
to  pay  for  them  in  money  or  to  have  them  entered  on  scrip? 
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A.  I  rather  thint  that  my  impression  was  tiiafc  I  should 
locate  them  with  scrip. 

Q.  Did  yoii  look  over  the  land  in  April  previous  to  haying 
the  talk  with  Mr.  Porter  in  April  about  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  had  this  talk  about  the  scrip  before  you  looked 
OTer  the  land  at  all  ? 

A.  Before  I  had  been  there. 

Q.  Then  did  you  expect  to  enter  any  of  your  land  paying 
the  full  value  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Noj  air;  I  did  not  know  as  I  should  buy. 

RE-ESAMISATION  OF  D.VYTOJT  O.  CAKFIELD. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosrenor : 

Question.  What  was  the  price  of  these  lands  you  bought  iu 
September  ? 

Answer.  Two  dollars. 

Q.  Why  did  not  you  buy  them  earlier  in  the  season  ? 

A,  I  had  not  seen  them. 

Q,  Were  you  told  that  the  land  would  be  Jess  price  at  that 
time  than  before  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    I  knew  it  woukl,  but  I  had  not  seen  this  land. 

Q.  Who  told  you  that  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  a  tall  gentlemau,  iu  the  office. 

Q.  What  is  hia  name  ? 

Mr.  McGo wan— Porter  ? 

The  Witness — No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Grasvenor : 

Q.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  he  tell  you  that  the  price  would  be  changed  ? 

A.  The  7th  of  July ;  I  think  tliafc  was  the  date. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Q.  How  long  before  the  7th  of  July  did  he  tell  you  ? 

A.  Some  time  in  June. 
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EE-OKOSS-ESAMINATIOSr  OF    DAYTOX   G.   CAWFIKLU. 

Ke-cross-examined  by  Mr,  McGowao. 

Question — Yon  underatood  that  the  pricu  of  the  lands  was 
fixed  by  law  ? 

Answer — I  think  tliey  conveyed  that  idea. 

Q.  Was  not  it  a  matter  of  public  notoriety  that  the  lands 
were  graduated  at  sis,  four,  and  two  dollars  per  acre,  as  time 


A.  Graduated  by  same  act.  I  don't  remember  what  the  con- 
versation was  in  regard  to  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-ninth 
{Mr,  Ball)  sends  up  the  following  question ; 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"Did  you  direct  the  land  first  purchased  to  be  entered  with 
money,  and  send  the  money  for  the  same  ?" 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did.  To  purchase  it  with  State  scrip,  by 
their  conversion  into  scrip,  I  sent  the  money, — not  the  full  value 
at  four  dollars  an  acre,  but  what  it  would  amount  to,  with 
scrip  at  sixty-five  cents;  and  afterwards  they  wrote  me  that  it 
would  be  seventy,  because  scrip  had  gone  up. 

By  the  Presiding  Officer — And  yon  afterwards  sent  the  dif- 
ference ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

KE-BXAMIiTATIOS'  OP  DATTOIT   G.    CAXFIELD. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question — I  want  to  ask  you  where  you  first  learned  this  ? 

Answer — Mr.  Porter  the  first,  and  Mr.  Baniard  the  second. 

Q.  It  was  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  cierks  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  infonned  yoo  of  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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TESTIMONY  OP   G.  F.  OILLAM. 

G.  F,  Gillam,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  hy  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — Whnt  is  your  business  ? 

Answer — Clerk  in  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  a  clerk  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A,  Since  the  fii-st  of  last  June, 

Q.  What  are  yoor  duties  tliere  ? 

A-  I  have  charge  of  the  reservations  on  road  contracts. 

Q.  Is  there  a  book  in  which  those  reservations  are  kept  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  there  is. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  ii  book.]     Is  this  the  book  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  turn  to  page  36.  [The  witness  turned  to  place 
designated.]  I  call  your  attention  to  whether  there  are  any 
entries  in  the  margin  in  pencil  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  is  an  entry  in  the  margin. 

Q.  State  what  it  is, — read  it. 

A.  It  says:  "Applied for  patents — check  deposited,  instead 
of  reservation.    Sec  Barnard." 

Q.  What  amount  of  land  is  there,  there,  that  the  check  is 
deposited  instead  of  the  reservation  ? 

A.  1,000  acres. 

Q.  What  is  the  price  of  those  lands  ? 

A.  Ten-shilling  lands. 

Q.  Whoso  check  is  deposited  for  these  lands  ? 

A.  I  could  not  teJl  you, 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  plat  books  of  that  same  town- 
ship,— this  township  ? 

A.  No,  sir :  I  have  not. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention.  When  I  was  in  the  office 
this  morning,  did  you  not  torn  to  the  plat  of  that  town  with 
me,  and  look  at  it  ? 
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A,  I  looked  and  said  that  they  were  not  patented;  but  I 
did  not  look  on  tlie  margin  to  see. 

Q.  Did  yoii  look  at  the  descriptions  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  letter  was  on  the  description  ? 

A.  "H.";  referring  to  Cyrus  Hewitt, — he  was  the  man  that 
reserved  the  land, 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  the  ilat«  of  the  filing  of  ihe  check 
was? 

A.  I  could  not  give  the  exact  date ;  it  was  during  the  extra 
session  of  the  Legislature  that  the  change  was  made  from  a 
reservation  to  an  application  to  patent,  on  the  check. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  books  to  sec  whether  the  lands  had 
been  patented  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Have  they  been  patented  ? 

A.  They  have  not. 

Q.  Did  you  bring  up  Mr.  Hewitt's  application, — the  applica- 
tion he  filed? 

A.  To  reserve  ? 

Q.  For  these  Iand3,^the  application  with  the  check  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  When  were  these  lands  reserved  by  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  August  16th,  1871,  and  August  11th. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  the  amount  of  the  check  is  ? 

A.  I  do  not,    I  never  saw  the  cheek, — I  only  know  from 


Q.  You  keep  that  book  '■" 

A.  I  keep  this  book. 

Q.  What  does  that  entry  mean,  "  See  Bai-nard — applied  for 
patents  ?'' 

A.  I  minuted  that  down  to  refer  to  him  if  any  questions 
should  be  asked  about  it, — I  would  know  whom  to  refer  to 
with  regard  to  it. 
87 
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Q.  Mr.  Barnard  liad  knowledge  of  this  reservation  ? 

A.  Mr.  Robinson  told  me  to  take  these  off  of  the  reserya- 
tions,  that  he  ]iad  seen  Mr.  Barnard  about  it,  and  it  was  all 
right ;  so  I  made  a  reference  to  see  Barnard.  I  never  had  any 
talk  with  Mr.  Barnai-d  about  it  myself,  one  way  or  the  other. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  had  charge  of  that  book  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  about  the  first  of  July  that  I  commenced 
to  work  on  this  book.    I  had  been  here  about  a  month. 

Q.  Who  made  those  reservations  for  Mr.  Hewitt,— Mr. 
Hewitt  in  person,  or  somebody  else  for  him  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say ;  Mr,  Barnard  usually  receives  applica- 
tions for  reservations,  and  then  hands  the  application  to  me, 

Q.  "What  is  the  amount  of  Mr.  Hewitt's  reservation  there,  in 
all,  on  that  book  ? 

A.  Do  you  mean  in  the  whole  book  ? 

Q.  No ;  on  those  two  or  three  pages  't 

A.  On  this  contract  I  think  it  was  about  8,000  acres. 

Q.  Upon  what  contract  were  these  8,000  acres  reserved? 

A.  Of  Theodore  Bathay. 

Q.  What  kind  of  order  did  Mi-.  Hewitt  have  from  Mr. 
Bathay  ? 

A.  It  was  an  order  to  reserve, 

Q.  Did  you  bring  up  the  order  ? 

A.  I  did  not  bring  the  order. 

Q,  You  read  that  order? 

A.  I  read  the  order. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  state  what  Mud  of  an  order  it  was,— what 
the  effect  of  that  order  was, — whether  it  carried  anything 
with  it  ? 

A.  My  recollection  is,  fhafc  it  does  not  carry  the  matured 
scrip  with  it. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by,  it  ^vould  not  carry  the  matured 
scrip  with  it  ? 

A.  Mr.  Hewitt  could  not  patent  tlie  lands  ou  his  own  order ; 
he  would  have  to  have  an  order  from  Mr,  Bathay  to  patent  the 
lands, — that  is,  on  Mr.  Bathay's  scrip. 
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Q.  Do  not  the  books  of  the  office  show  that  this  toiitraet  of 
Mr.  Bathay'a  has  been  assigned  to  Ohed  Smith  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Assigned  last  September,  was  it  not, — look  and  see  if  it  is 
not  a  matter  of  record  there  ? 

A.  The  contract  was  assigned  September  13th,  ISTl. 

Q,  I  wish  yon  wonld  explain  about  it  being  necessaiy  to 
have  a  further  order,  ao  that  we  may  understand.  Explain 
that  matter  fully  to  the  Senate  ? 

A.  The  order  I  looked  at,  he  seemed  to  have  made  Mr. 
Hewitt  an  agent  for  selling  land  for  him,  to  the  amount  speci- 
fied in  the  order,  though  I  think  the  order  does  not  specify 
any  amount ;  it  says :  "  Allow  Cyrus  Hewitt  to  reserve  land 
on  my  contract.''  He  simply  makes  him  an  agent  to  sell 
land, — the  lands  belonging  to  Mr,  Bathay,  the  contractor,  and 
can  be  patented  on  the  contractor's  order,  but  not  on  the  order 
of  this  agent, — for  he  had  no  authority  to  receive  patents. 
That  right  was  reserved  back  in  the  contract. 

Q,  If  Mr.  Bathay  assigned  ail  of  his  interest  in  thatcontract 
to  Mr.  Smith  on  the  13th  of  September,  then  what  rights  would 
Mr.  Bathay  have  to  make  applications  to  have  patents  issued 
to  Mr.  Hewitt,  or  anybody  else,  upon  that  contract  ? 

Mr,  Shipman— We  object.  It  seems  to  me  we  are  getting 
now  in  a  question  of  law  which  we  can  settle  as  well  as  the 
"witness.  If  the  order  was  given  before  that,  the  assignment 
might  be  made  subject  to  the  order,  I  suppose.  At  all  events  it 
is  a  question  of  law. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  desire  to  get  at  the  understanding 
in  the  office,— the  practice  in  the  ofliee. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  will  not  object  to  the  understanding  in 
the  office. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Whether  it  carried  the  scrip  with 
it  or  not  ? 

A.  I  Bay  the  order  did  not  carry  the  scrip  with  it.  I  never 
had  any  talk  with  the  Commissioner  about  that  particular 
point,  that  I  know  of. 
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Q.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  aesigument  to  Mr.  Smith  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  now  exactly  the  terms  of  the  assign- 
ment to  Mr.  Smith,  for  there  were  no  ternis  exprcsseti.  1 
should  give  my  own  opinion,  that  is  all.  I  never  had  any  talk 
with  the  Commissioner  about  it,  one  way  or  the  other,  that  the 
lands  would  go  over  to  Mr.  Smith. 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  again  to  the  understanding  in  the 
office  with  regard  to  that  matter.  When  Mr.  Smith  completes 
his  contract,  and  the  work  is  approved  by  the  proper  authori- 
ties, can  or  cannot  ho  dispose  of  his  scrip,  his  credit  that  he 
would  receive  for  that  work,  as  he  sees  proper  to  do,  without 
any  reference  to  these  reservations  ? 

A.  Noj  sir,  he  could  not. 

Q,  He  could  not  sell  his  credit  ? 

A,  No,  sir,  not  if  he  had  land  reserved. 

Q.  Without  any  reference  to  this,  or  Hewitt's.  Yon  say  it 
did  not  carry  the  serjp  with  it ;  could  not  he  dispose  of  his 
scrip? 

A.  No,  sirj  he  would  have  to  father  lands  himself,  of 
coarse ;  would  have  to  use  his  scrip  to  take  them  up. 

Q.  He  would  have  to  take  the  lands  himself,  and  not  Hewitt  '^ 

A.  Yes,  sir,  unless  Mr.  Hewitt  saw  fit  to  take  tlicm.  It 
would  be  a  matter  between  them,  of  course. 

Q.  Would  Mr.  Hewitt  be  allowed  to  have  this  laud  patented 
that  is  reserved  upon  the  Bathay  contract,  to  other  parties, — 
parties  to  whom  he  may  have  sold  the  land, — and  pay  for  the 
land  with  other  scrip,  or  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  custom,  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  That  is  the  general  practice  in  the  office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  is  the  object,  then,  if  it  is  allowable,  to  i-eserve 
lands  in  that  way  ?  What  is  the  object  in  doing  it  ?  Whom 
is  it  to  benefit,  if  they  are  really  to  be  charged  up  against  the 
contract  upon  which  they  are  reserved  ? 

A.  They  are  charged  up  to  the  contract. 
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Q.  Wlien  finally  patented  ? 

A.  When  the  State  has  sold  the  lands,  aud  it  has  accom- 
plished its  object.  The  ohjecfc  it  has,  is  to  sell  the  lands,  whefctier 
they  are  put  up  on  this  particular  scrip,  or  some  other.  I  sup- 
pose that  is  the  idea, 

Q.  Why  is  Mr.  Hewitt  allowed  to  reserve  upon  this  order, 
and  liold  lands  upon  this  order,  and,  when  he  has  them  pat- 
ented, pay  for  them  in  some  other  way  ? 

A.  I  simply  give  my  opinion  ;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Wtiat  do  yon  understand  about  it  ? 

A.  T  understand  tliat  the  object  the  ytate  lias,  is  to  sell  the 
lands ;  that  a  man  shall  not  hold  lands  from  the  market  unless 
he  takes  them ;  and,  if  he  takes  the  lands,  the  State  has 
accomplished  what  it  wanted, — the  lands  are  sold, — and  of 
coiirse  it  releases  the  contract.  If  it  is  patented  up  on  other 
scrip,  it  releases  the  particular  contract  they  are  reserved  ou, 
to  that  amount. 

Q.  If  Mr.  A,  had  gone  into  the  office  on  the  1st  of  hist 
March,  and  applied  for  any  of  that  8,000  acres  that  is  reserved 
for  Mr.  Hewitt,  could  he  have  bought  the  laud  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  ifc  is  held  on  that  contract  in  that  way,  until  Mr. 
Hewitt  sells  it,  is  it  not  ? 

A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  When  Mr.  Hewitt  has  sold  any  of  those  lands,  and  paid 
for  them  with  money  or  other  scrip,  would  lie  be  allowed  to 
reserve  again  on  this  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  The  way  the  order  reads,  he  would  be  allowed  to 
reserve  as  long  as  the  order  was  not  full,  or  as  long  as  the  con- 
tract was  not  overdrawn. 

Q.  Will  you  look  and  see  whether  this  is  the  order  Mr. 
Bathay  i-eferred  to  r' 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  order. 
[Introduced  in  evidence.] 
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[exhibit  bb,] 

MiDLASD  City,  July  13, 1871. 
To  ihe  Hon.  Commissioner  of  the  Stats  Land  Offief, : 

Dear  Sir — Please  allow  Mr.  Hewitt  to  reserve  on  my  road 
contract,  it  being  the  Midland  City,  Houghton  Lake  and 
Traverse  City  State  road. 

And  oblige  your  humble  servant, 

THEODORE  BATHAY. 

Indorsed  on  the  hack,  as  follows ; 

'•  Theodore  Bathay's  order  to  Cyrus  Hewitt  to  reserve  any 
lands. 

"Received  at  the  State  Laud  Office,  Lansing,  M.,  July  14, 
1871." 

Q.  Are  thei-e  any  other  parties  who  are  dealing  in  the  office 
in  the  same  way  as  Hewitt,  that  you  have  knowledge  of? 

A.  There  are. 

The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-ninth  sent  to  the  Chair  the 
two  following  questions,  which  were  read  by  the  Secretary : 

"Question — Would  Hewitt  be  allowed  to  reserve  after  the 
Bathay  contract  was  assigned  ?'' 

Answer — I  should  say  not  without  an  order  from  Mr,  Smith, 
nnlesa  there  was  some  understanding  that  Hewitt  was  an  agent 
in  selecting  land,  and  was  allowed  to  continue  under  the 
arrangement  between  the  parties, 

"Question — Were  any  such  reservations  made  for  Hewitt 
after  such  assignment  was  made  by  Bathay  to  Smith  on  that 
contract  ?" 

Answer — There  was  not.  The  last  reservation  was  August  16. 

The  Senator  from  the  First  sent  to  the  Chair  the  following 
question,  which  was  read  by  the  Secretary : 

"  Qnestion—When  was  the  Bathay  contract  assigned  ?" 

Answer— September  13.  There  is  one  reservation  Septem- 
ber 23,  on  the  Bathay  contract. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston — What  is  the  amount  of  that 
reservation  ? 
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A.  315.i3  acres.  My  recollection  is  now  that  the  assignment 
was  made  before  it  was  filed  in  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — To  what  extent  would  Hewitt 
be  allowed  to  reserve  on  the  Bathay  order,  under  the  usage  of 
the  office  ? 

A.  Aa  long  as  there  was  unmatured  scrip  back  on  the 
contract. 

Q.  To  the  full  extent  of  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  event  that  he  had  reserved  to  the  full  extent  of 
Cfie  scrip,  and  in  a  few  days  afterwards  he  entered  that  witli 
ropney  or  with  matured  scrip,  would  he  he  allowed  again  to 
reserve  under  the  same  order  to  the  same  extent  again  ? 

A,  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  And  so  over  and  over  as  often  as  he  pleased  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  total  amount  of  this  Bathay  contract '! 

A.  33,(i90,  at  ten  shillings  an  acre. 

Q,  How  is  it,  if  these  lands  could  not  be  patented  without 
Bathay's  order,  as  you  stated  a  short  time  ago,  that  they  can 
be  patented  if  Mr.  Hewitt  pays  for  them  in  some  other  way 
besides  having  them  applied  on  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  As  I  told  you,  if  the  State  geta  their  pay,  of  course  that 
is  all  they  want  and  all  they  expect. 

Q,  Who  released  the  Bathay  claim  ? 

A.  That  would  be  the  contractor. 

Q.  Suppose  Bathay  does  not  release? 

A.  If  Mr.  Bathay  would  not  release,  then,  of  course,  lie 
cpnid  not  have  the  land. 

Q.  In  that  case,  when  a  thousand  acres  is  released,  did 
Bathay  direct  it  to  he  released  ? 

A.  I  think  the  understanding  between  tlie  contractor  and 
Hewitt  was,  that  Hewitt  was  to  have  these  lands  if  he  wished 
to  patent  them  up  at  any  time.  It  is  now  the  understanding 
between   Mr.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Hewitt  deals  with  Mr.  Smith 
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The  Senator  from  the  Tliird  (Mr.  Brigga)  sent  to  the'  Chair 
the  following  qaestion,  which  was  read  by  the  Socretaiy: 

"  Question.  At  what  date  was  the  assignment  of  the  Bathay 
contract  to  Smith  fded  in  the  office?'' 

Answer— I  could  not  say  without  i-eforriiig  to  the  assignment. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  with  regard  to  ivhat 
quantity  of  lands  that  was  originally  reserved  on  unmatured 
scrip,  that  the  scrip  is  matured,  where  patents  ought  to  he 
issiied  ? 

A,  I  could  not,  now.  Y'oii  wauted  me  to  look  that  up  this 
morning.  It  would  probably  take  two  days  at  least  to  got  any 
correct  idea  of  it. 

Q.  Is  the  amount  large,  or  small  ? 

A.  There  is  quite  a  largo  amoniit. 

Q.  How  long  has  it  been  paid  off  in  that  way.  with  matured 
scrip, — how  long  has  it  been  running? 

A.  I  could  not  give  any  very  good  idea  of  that,  v/ithout  loolv- 
ing  it  up  very  closely. 

Q.  Is  not  there  quite  a  large  amonnt  that  has  been  rnnning 
ever  since  Edmonds  has  been  in  office  ? 

A.  There  is  some  that  has  been  matured  clear  back  to  1869,^— 
generally  some  conflict,  though,  about  it,  between  the  parties. 

Q.  Is  not  there  some  that  there  is  no  conflict  about  ? 

A.  There  is  some. 

Q  How  long  would  it  take  yon  to  make  up  a  statement  of 
the  amount  'i 

A.  I  think  it  would  take  at  least  two  dajs.  It  would  have 
to  be  all  compared  with  the  plat-books,  to  see  if  they  are  pat- 
ented, and  bos  up  the  matured  scrip  account  and  everything 
of  the  kind. 

Q.  Will  you  do  that,  so  as  to  bring  it  in? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-fifth  (Mr.  Waterbnry)  sent  to 
the  Chair  the  following  question,  which  was  read  by  the  Secre- 
tary: 
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Question — If  Mr.  Hewitt  cOHldnot  obtain  patents  ■with  the 
matured  scrip  of  the  Bathaj  contract  without  another  order 
from  Batha}',  can  any  one?    Can   any  ono  l)ut  Bathay  fjet 
them  by  paying  for  them  ?'" 
Answer — Thei'e  could  not. 
By  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question — If  the  object  you  had  in  view,  mainly,  as  yon 
stated,  was  to  sell  the  lanil,  why  would  you  not  allow  any  other 
person  to  come  in  and  enter  the  land  reserved? 

Answer — They  belong  to  Bathay,  or  Smith,  or  Hewitt  how. 
They  belonged  to  those  men  that  have  reserved  them, 

Q.  Do  you  allow  contracts  to  be  divided  in  that  way, — giv- 
ing to  one  man  the  right  to  reserve  and  to  another  man  the 
right  to  receive  the  benefit  from  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Sometimes.  There  arc  several  orders  on  this  contract- 
some  to  reserve,  and  perhaps  some  to  reserve  and  receive 
patents. 

Q.  Is  not  tliat  right  to  reserve  considered  a  very  valnable 
right  to  a  man  dealing  in  lands  ? 

A.  It  is  a  privilege  they  seek  very  oft^n, 
Q.  It  is  one  sought  after,  and  used  in  the  manner  that  this 
has  been  with  Hewitt  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  sometimes. 

Q.  It  is  the  rule  of  your  office  to  allow  reservations  to  be 
made  more  than  once  to  the  extent  of  the  contract  ? 

A.  The  rule  at  the  office  is  that  no  man  shall  be  over-reaerved 
at  any  one  time. 

Q.  Bnfc  if  he  lifts  that  reservation  by  entering  some  of  the 
land  reserved,  he  may  load  again,  may  he  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  if  he  relieves  the  contract  and  purchases  the 
land. 

Q.  Then  you  make  this  right  of  reservation  available  to 
cover  any  amount  of  land,  from  time  to  time,  so  that  there  is 
no  more  than  the  full  ywdfl^MW!  at  one  time  covered.     Is  that 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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The  Baihay  contract  and  the  assignment  is  now  shown  to 
Smitli  and  he  is  asked — 

Q,  When  was  the  assignment  of  that  contract  filed  ? 

A  The  assignment  of  the  contract  to  Smith  was  dated 
September  I3th,  1871,  and  was  filed  September  17th,  1871. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Senate  will  now  take  an 
informal  recess  for  ten  minutes. 

After  recess, 

The  President  pro  tern,  called  the  Senate  to  order. 

Esamination  of  the  witness  Giilam  continued : 

Question.  What  knowledge  have  you,  if  any,  in  regard  to 
lands  being  withheld  from  the  market  in  the  office,  not  on 
matured  scrip,  not  any  unmatured  scrip  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  you  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Whether  you  know  of  any  swamp  land  being  withlield 
from  sale  where  it  is  not  held  on  scrip, — not  on  unmatured 
scrip? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  have  any  knowledge  of  it, — no  positiye 
knowledge.  It  is  something  that  I  do  not  have  any  charge  of, 
and  I  never  take  pains  to  look  up. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  examined  the  plat-books  of  the  office  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  your  attention  been  directed  to  the  reservation  upon 
these  plat-books  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  are  the  reservations  made,  usually, — on  the  plat  ? 

A,  Usually,  the  party  applies  for  the  land  to  have  them 
reserved,  and  the  initials  of  his  name  will  be  put  on  the  descrip- 
tion he  wants,  and  there  will  be  a  reference  on  the  margin  of 
the  platrbook,  to  reserve. 

Q.  In  pencil,  or  ink  ? 

A.  In  pencil,  usually. 

Q,  Have  you  ever  had  any  talk  with  Mr.  Edmonds,  or  his 
Deputy,  upon  this  subject  of  reserving  land  that  was  not  re- 
served on  unmatured  scrip  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  know  as  I  ever  did  have  a  word. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  call  Mr,  Edmonds'  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  lauds  held  upon  scrip  that 
had  matured,  that  should  be  patented  ? 

A.  I  had  some  talli  with  Mr.  Bdmouds  aiong  the  forepart 
of  winter,  I  think,  about  that;  yes,  I  just  spoke  to  him  about 
it. 

Q.  What  was  the  conversation  ? 

A.  I  told  him  there  was  quite  a  large  amount  of  laud  that 
was  matured  lands,  reserved,  and  I  think  I  asked  him  what  he 
was  going  to  do  about  that,  and  he  said,  before  the  land  could 
be  assessed,  he  should  notify  every  man  to  patent  up  his  land. 

Q.  Whether  any  of  that  scrip  had  matured  before  March, 
1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  air, 

Q.  Before  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. ; 

Q.  What  time  are  the  treasurers  of  the  counties  notified  of 
the  lands  that  have  been  patented  during  the  preceding  year  ? 

A.  I  cannot  give  you  the  date. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  school  lands  of  the 
State,  and  aak  you  if  you  know  what  the  praotice  is  in  regard 
to  withholding  school  lands  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  could  tell  you. 

Q.  Suppose  a  party  applies  for  lands,  and  deposits  a  check 
with  the  Commissioner.    What  do  yon  know  about  that  ? 

A,  I  have  seen  lands  marked  that  way  as  being  applied  for 
by  check.    That  is  all  I  can  say  about  it. 

Q.  Is  that  not  a  common  thing  in  the  office  in  regai^d  to 
school  lands  ? 

A.  I  have  very  frequently  seen  such  descriptions  applied  for 
by  cheek. 

Q.  How  is  it  in  regard  to  Agricultural  College  lands.  Have 
you  not  noticed  upon  the  plats  the  same  thing  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  any  instance  now.  I  think  very  prob- 
ably I  have. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  know  of  any  cases  where  Mr,  Hewitt  lias  madp 
any  reservation  of  Agricultiiral  College  lands  V 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  don't. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cyrus  Jlewitt  liiis  resei'vod 
any  lands  during  the  last  sis  months,  any  kind  of  State  land  'i 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  has,    1  don't  recollect  of  any. 

Q.  You  can  tell  by  making  an  examination  ? 

A.  YeSj  air;  I  can  tell  by  looking  the  matter  up. 

Q.  I  wish  yon  wonld  do  so  '; 

A.  I  will.  " 

Q.  Will  yon  also  make  a  statement  of  the  sum  total  of  the 
reservations,  since  the  first  of  January,  18T1,  to  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  will. 

Q.  Will  yon  turn  to  the  reservation  of  Edmund  Hall  ? 

A.  It  is  on  page  59. 

Q.  What  contracts  ■' 

A.  Twenty-two,  twenty-three,  and  twenty-five. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  contracts  ? 

A,  I  cannot  give  you  the  date  of  the  different  contracta.  I 
see  one  entered  August,  1868.  I  don't  know  what  the  reference 
is, — whether  the  date,  or  when  the  contracta  were  accepted. 

Q.  Is  the  last  figured  up,  so  yon  can  tell  the  total  number  of 
acres  at  the  foot  of  the  page  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  are. 

Q..  What  is  the  amount? 

A.  11,685.81  acres. 

Q.  Tell  me,  by  looking  over  the  pages,  what  proportion  of 
tliose  lands  have  been  patented. 

A.  I  should  say  four-flftha,  perhaps. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  pages  ? 

A.  Page  188. 

Q.  What  contracts  tiave  you  there  ? 

A,  This  contract  No.  2,  west  division  of  Alma  and  Clinton 

Q.  Whether  that  scrip  is  matured  now,  on  those  first  pages  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  all  matured. 
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Q.  Go  back  to  page  1S8.    How  is  it  on  page  188? 

A.  That  is  all  matured. 

Q.  How  many  pages  ai'e  there,  there? 

A.  Two  pages. 

Q.  How  much  land  ? 

A.  There  are  aboat  four  thousand  acres  in  all  entered  here. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  that  is  patented  ? 

A.  There  is  about  one-half. 

Q.  When  did  that  scrip  mature  ? 

A.  I  wilt  have  to  speak  from  recollection.  T  think  it  iraa 
last  October. 

Q.  "Will  jou  turn  to  the  next  page  of  his  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  another  contract. 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  that  contract?  What  contract 
is  it? 

A.  Contract  No.  1,  west  division  of  Alma  and  Clinton  road. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  ? 

A.  It  is  a  contract  in  which  Mr.  Hall  acts ;  it  is  a  contract 
of  Van  Eiper  and  Hitchcock. 

Q.  The  date  of  it? 

A.  The  contract  was  approved  Nov.  18th,  1868. 

Q.  What  amount  of  land  was  reserved  on  that  contract? 

A.  That  was  the  time  it  was  made. 

Q.  When  was  it  completed  ? 

A.  It  was  completed  in  October  or  November  last,  when  the 
last  warrant  was  drawn. 

Q.  The  scrip  is  alt  matured  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  How  much  is  there  reserved  on  tiiat  contract? 

A.  Resen^ations  are  rather  light,— perhaps  there  are  two 
thousand  acres. 

Q.  What  proportion  had  l)een  patented  ? 

A.  About  two  thirds  of  this,  I  guess. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  nest  page. 

A.  That  may  be  laid  aa  late  as  December, — the  last  warrant. 
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Q.  What  (jontract  ? 

A.  The  contract  of  John  II.  Vau  Riper.  E.  Hall  ia  acting 
for  contract  No.  27,  on  the  Ionia  and  Houghton  Lake  road. 

Q.  Is  that  matured  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  is  the  amount  of  i-eservation  ? 

A.  It  is  not  all  footed  np ;  but  the  contract  was  reserved  full 
at  one  time  to  the  amount  of  $16,000  worth  of  land. 

Q.  How  much  has  been  patented, — what  proportion  ? 

A.  Three- fourths,  perhaps. 

Q.  Is  there  any  further  ? 

A.  Yes,  dr. 

Q.  Will  yon  turn  to  those  ? 

A.  E.  Hall's  contract,  No.  S8,  Houghton  Iiake  road. 

Q.  Is  that  matured  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  acrt's  does  the  contract  call  for  V 

A.  For  16,400  worth  of  land. 

Q.  What  amount  has  been  reserved  '^ 

A.  It  was  reserved  full,  exactly. 

Q.  What  of  that  full  amount  that  has  been  reserved  from 
the  beginning,  or  lias  there  been  any  double  reservation  ? 

A.  There  was  some  patented  up  last  summer. 

Q.  Some  patented  last  summer,  and  others  reserved  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  and  some  more  put  on. 

Q.  What  proportion  is  patented  on  that  contract  now  ? 

A.  Two-thirds. 

Q.  This  that  was  reserved  lust  summer  after  part  had  been 
patented  np,  was  that  reserved  after  the  scrip  had  matured  ? 
Will  you  look  and  see  if  the  last  reservations  were  made  after 
the  scrip  had  matured  ? 

A.  I  have  not  got  the  date  of  the  warrant;  it  is  warrant 
891.  I  think  it  is  the  latter  part  of  December,  There  ia  one 
"forty"  pnt  on  liere  December  4th;  the  rest  of  the  reserva- 
tions are  back  of  that. 
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Q.  I  wish  you  would  tarn  l>ack  to  tho  other  coatracta  aad 
look  and  Bee  whether  there  lias  heen  any  double  reservations 
on  any  of  the  others, — those  that  you  passed  by, — whether  they 
have  been  reserved  full,  and  lands  patented,  and.  then  other 
reservations  made. 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  say  without  looking  it  all  over  particu- 
larly. 

Q,  You  will  examine  that  when  you  make  up  your  state- 
ment of  the  other  matters? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  any  further  contracts  of  Mr.  Hall's  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir;  there  is  one  more. 

Q.  What  contract  is  that? 

A.  It  is  a  contract  of  George  L.  Hitchcock. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  ? 

A.  The  amount  is  $6,200. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  reservations  ? 

A,  Well,  it  is  a  little  lees  than  the  contract, — a  few  hundred 
dollars  leas  than  the  amount  of  the  contract, 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  double  reservations  there  ? 

A.  Well,  that  I  could  not  say,  without  looking  it  over. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  those  lauds  have  been  patented  ? 

A,  There  is,  perhaps,  a  third. 

Q.  Is  that  matured  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

CROSS-EXAAflSATIOS   OV   (i.    F.    GILLAM. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  MoGowau : 

Question— That  book  before  you,  Mr.  Gillani,  you  cail  tlie 
"Eeserve  Book"? 

Answer — Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVhat  accounts  are  kept  in  that  book  ? 

A,  Accounts  with  contractors  of  lands  that  they  reservt- 
whilo  they  are  completing  their  contracts  for  State  roads. 

Q.  How  do  you  ascertain  in  the  first  instance  how  much 
they  are  entitled  to  ? 
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A.  Well,  they  have  a  contract  drawn  up  between  the  con- 
tractor and  the  State.  The  contract  states  how  much  land  they 
mil  receive  for  doing  their  particular  work, 

Q.  "Where  is  that  contract  kept  ? 

A,  It  is  kept  in  the  office  of  the  Swamp  Land  Commissiouer. 

Q,  For  that  contract  you  ascertain  the  amount  of  credit  that 
is  due  to  the  contractor? 

A.  Yes,  8ii-. 

Q.  For  his  job  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  how  do  yon  ki'cp  the  acconnt? 

A.  Well,  when  the  contractor  applies  to  reserve  any  land, 
the  application  is  received  and  a.  record  made  of  it,  in  a 
book,  in  the  order  and  date  of  receiving,  and  the  order  is  filed 
away. 

Q,  Are  these  cases  that  you  have  given  of  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr. 
Hewitt  exceptional  cases,  where  parties  were  allowed  to  reserve 
lands,  and  then  patent  them  np  on  matured  scrip  before  the 
contract  had  matured  on  which  they  were  reserved  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  I  could  give  yon  another  instance 
now,  in  particular ;  but  I  have  no  knowledge  of  one  party  be- 
ing dealt  with  any  different  from  another  about  it.  The  prac- 
tice would  l>e  the  same  whether  they  took  advantage  of  it  or 
not. 

Q.  How  is  it  with  Obed  Smith's  contracts  ? 

A.  Well,  in  what  respect  ? 

Q.  Did  ho  reserve  lands  on  his  varions  contracts,  and  then 
have  any  of  them  patented  up  by  matured  scrip  Ijelonging  to 
other  contracts? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  1  could  tell  yon  without  looking 
up  his  contracts. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston  [to  the  witness]-— Yon  have  got  the 
record,  I  guess,  right  there,  so  yon  can  tell. 

The  Witness — AVbether  he  has  patented  up  any  of  these 
lands  on  other  scrip  I  could  not  tell,  without  tracing  the  mat- 
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ter  up,  and  seeing  on  what  scrip  the  lands  were  patented; 
they  might  have  beeu  all  patented  on  the  road,  and  they  might 
not, 

Q.  The  law  allows  the  contractor  to  have  tbc  full  amount  of 
his  contract  reserved  to  him,  does  it,  after  the  contract  is 
filled  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Now,  when  these  lands  are  patented  that  have  been 
reserved  on  unmatured  scrip,  are  they  usually  patented  by 
matured  scrip,  or  for  cash  ? 

A.  Tbeyiiniversally  use  matured  scrip,  these  contractors  do. 
I  gaesB  they  don't  know  much  about  the  cash  part 

Q,  This  matured  scrip  is  a  credit  which  belongs  to  the  eon- 
tractor  on  contracts  ah-cady  completed  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  on  which  the  State  owes  the  land  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  the  matured  scrip  is  a  credit  for  a  certain 
amount  of  land, 

Q,  Now,  what  change,  if  any,  has  there  been  made  in  the 
form  of  orders  required  of  the  contractors  to  these  men  who 
make  the  reservations  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  made  a  change.  I  forget  exactly  the  date. 
He  made  a  change  to  require  contractors  to  file  orders  that 
would  carry  the  scrip'  with  them,  a  certain  time;  the  date  I 
could  not  say  now, 

Q.  Now  will  you  explain  a  little  more  fully  what  yon  mean 
by  carrying  the  scrip  with  them  ? 

A.  An  order  that  would  allow  the  man  that  has  the  order, 
to  receive  patents  for  the  lands  when  the  scrip  matures. 

Q.  In  his  own  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  in  his  own  name  ? 

Q.  Previous  to  that  time,  the  practice  of  the  office  was  to 
allow  orders  to  parties,  that  wonld  not  carry  the  matured 
ficrip? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
89 
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Q.  Ecaervations  were  made  up  in  tlie  iiamo  of  the  party 
holding  the  order  ? 

A.  Weil,  if  it  was  an  agreement  betneeii  tiie  contractor  and 
the  man  that  held  the  order. 

Q.  I  don't  mean  made  up  in  the  technical  sense  in  the 
oEBce,  but  the  reservations  were  made  up  in  the  name  of  the 
party  holding  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  instance,  this  order  given  by  Bathay  to  Hewitt.  The 
reservations  were  made  in  Hewitt's  name,  were  they  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  say  tliat  Hewitt  could  not  patent  the  lands  in 
his  own  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  had  to  be  patented  up  to  Batbay,  or  Bathay  had  to  go 
and  direct  whether  to  issue  the  patent  to  Hewitt.  Is  that 
what  I  understand  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  has  changed  that,  bo  that  the  order  in  the 
first  instance  must  carry  the  patent  with  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  else  the  reservation  must  be  made  in  the  name  of  the 
contractor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  change  made  ? 

A.  Well,  as  I  said,  I  could  not  give  the  date.  I  was  trying 
to  recollect.  I  conld  not  say  whether  it  was  in  tlie  summer  or 
not.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  in  the  early  part  of  the 
summer. 

Q.  Last  summer  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  How  with  I'egard  to  patenting  up  these  lauds  that  were 
reserved  on  contracts  after  the  contracts  had  matured?  State 
when  your  attention  was  first  called  to  that.  When  had  you 
this  talk  with  the  Commissioner  that  vou  mentioned  ? 
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A.  1 — well,  T  tliitilc  I  liai3  ihc  first  talk  with  liim  iiloiig  in 
the  fall. 

Q.  Last  Ul  V 

A.  Yea,  sir, — September  or  October. 

Q.  "What  were  his  inetriictions  to  yon? 

A.  lie  said  I  must  keep  watch  of  it  and  see  that  all  parties 
ivere  notified  soon  enough  this  tpring  so  that  the  land  could 
be  retnrncd  to  the  different  counties  as  being  sold  on  all  the 
lands  that  were  held  on  matured  scrip. 

Q.  What  wer(f  tliey  to  be  retuvoed  to  the  counties  for,  tills 
spring  ? 

A.  So  they  could  be  assessed  by  the  supei' visors, — in  time  for 
that. 

Q.  State  what  you  did  in  pursuance  of  those  instructions, 

A.  I  sent  a  letter  to  each  conti'actor, — each  person  holding 
lands.  I  commenced  the  first  day  of  March.  I  wrote  most  of 
the  letters,  I  think,  on  the  first  day  of  March ;  some,  perhaps 
a  few  days  after, — it  was  about  that  time, — on  or  about  the 
first  of  March. 

Q.  To  each  person  who  Hhould  patent  up  matured  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  directions  did  yon  give  them  in  those  letters  ? 

A.  I  called  their  attention  to  the  fiict  that  they  had  matured 
scrip  there  and  the  lands  reserved  on  it,  and,  if  they  wished  to 
give  any  directions  in  regard  to  pat-ents,  to  forward  those  direc- 
tions. 

Q.  State  whether  you  called  their  attention  to  the  law  in 
that  regard. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  law  was  it,  Mr.  G-illami' 

A.  I  could  not  cite  you  to  the  piu-ticnlar  act,— the  law  for 
that  very  purpose,  requiring  lands  to  be  patented  on  comple- 
tion of  oontraets. 

Q.  Were  those  letters  copied? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  they  arc  on  file. 
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Q.  Now,  sir,  what  was  the  condition  of  this  "  Reserve-book  " 
when  you  came  into  the  office  in  January,  1871. 

A.  When  I  commenced  to  work  on  the  book,  there  bad  been 
noone  that  had  given  especial  attention  to  it,  as  I  understood, 
for  some  little  time ;  bow  long  I  conld  not  say. 

Q.  Were  the  accounts  all  up? 

A.  No,  sir.  There  were  a  great  many  applications  in  the 
boxes  filed  away,  that  had  not  yet  been  entered. 

Q.  At  the  time  that  yon  took  charge  of  the  book,  had  any 
account  been  settled  or  balanced  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Not  any  ? 

A.  Perhaps  some  old  contracts  were  paid  up ;  a  few  were  set- 
tled up. 

Q.  Did  they  appear  as  balanced  upon  this  book  ? 

A,  I  think  not.  I  don't  recollect  of  any  balance  being  struck 
on  the  book.  I  don't  think  there  was  any  entries  to  that  effect. 
That  is  my  recollection  now. 

Q.  You  say  it  has  been  your  business,  since  yoii  have  been 
in  the  office,  to  have  charge  of  that  book  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Look  after  those  contracts  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  speak  of  contracts  which  )iad  matured  previous  to 
March,  1871,  where  patents  had  not  teen  issued.  Why  hadn't 
they? 

A.  Well,  as  I  said,  I  think  yon  will  And  in  lookiug  them  uxi 
that  there  is  some  conflict, — there  is  something  back  of  it 
somewhere.  In  these  contracts  that  are  lyiiig  back, — that  is, 
the  lands  are  lying, — the  lands  are  not  patented,  and  the  scrip 
has  been  matured  some  time.  I  know  there  are  some  such 
instances  at  least  where  there  are  conflicting  claims;  many 
times  two  or  three  parties  apply  for  the  same  land,  all  claim  it. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  whether  the  applicant  has  any  choice 
with  regard  to  the  lands  beiug  patented  up  to  him  after  his 
scrip  has  matured,— contracts,  I  should  have  said  ? 
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A.  Well,  I  iiDderBtand  that  the  way  the  ruling  of  the 
Supreme  Coiirt  was:  If  a  man  has  hoen  alloweil  to  patent 
lands  promiscuously,  and  make  his  own  selection,  he  can  con- 
tinue so,  and  that— - 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  do  not  want  him  to  state  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

The  "Witness — WeU,  that  has  been  the  practice  of  the  office 
— has  heen  where  a  man  has  been  allowed  to  mate  his  own 
selection,  be  continues  so. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  do  not  object  to  his  stating 
the  rules  of  the  office,  but  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
and  the  statutes  we  prefer  to  read  from  the  hooks, 

Mr.  Shipman— We  intend  to  confine  it  to  that. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Q.  What  were  the  facts  in  reference  to  Obed  Smith's  contract  ? 

A.  Well,  he  was  some  orer-reserved  when  I  first  figured  up 
his  contract, — first  looked  it  up. 

Q,  When  was  that,  do  you  remember  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  about  the  first  of  July,  or  the  latter  part  of 
June. 

Q.  Will  you  refresh  your  recollection  from  that?  [Showing 
witness  a  paper,] 

A.  Well,  I  recollect  looking — these  are  my  figures,  I  made 
this  np  at  this  time. 

Q.  What  is  that  date  ? 

A.  This  is  November  17th. 

Q,  Let  me  ask  you  with  reference  to  his  account  at  that 
time,  NoTember  17th, 

A.  Just  let  me  look  at  that  paper  again.  [Paper  again  shown 
witness.] 

Q.  Will  yon  state  whether  he  was  overdrawn  any  on  his 
contracts,  November  17th,  as  appeared  by  the  books  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  he  was. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — Well,  the  books  will  show  it  now 
if  it  was:  let  him  refer  to  the  books  and  see  whether  that  is 
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Mr.  MeGowan— I  suppose  he  can  state  it  from  his  recollec- 
tion. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— The  book  is  better  evideuee. 

By  Mr.  McGfowau : 

Question— First,  I  want  to  get  at  the  special  matters  on  this 
reseryation  of  Obed  Smith's.  Do  I  nnderstand  yoii  to  say 
tliat  Mr,  Hewitt  had  reserved  on  the  order  from  Bathay,  8,000 
acres  of  land  ? 

Answer — My  recollection  is  that  it  is  about  8,000  acres — 
the  full  amount  that  he  reserved  on  the  order. 

Q,  At  the  time  the  assignment  was  made  from  Bathay  to 
Smith,  had  any  part  of  that  8,000  acres  been  patented  up  by 
Hewitt  ? 

A.  Well,  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]  Use  that,  if  you  choose  to 
refresh  your  recollection. 

A.  ThisisSov.  17. 

Q.  Let  me  put  another  qnestion  first — whether,  at  the  time 
the  order  was  made — the  assignment  was  made  from  Bathay 
to  Smith — whether  Hewitt  had  then  reserved  on  the  books 
and  unpatented,  8,000  acres  of  land  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  day  what  the  amount  was.  I  cotild 
not  tell  without  looking  it  up. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  liis  reservation  November  17  ? 

A.  3.94G  13-lOOths  acres  at  that  time. 

Q.  That  was  Nov.  IT,  of  what  year,  Mr.  Oillam  '-' 

A.  That  was  Nov.  17, 1871,  of  last  fall. 

Q.  You  stated  that  the  assignment  from  Bathay  to  Smith 
was  made  Sept.  13, 1871  ? 

A.  September  13  ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  can  you  state  from  memory,  or  from  the  book  ? 

A.  I  would  like  to  make  one  correction  ;  I  think  it  is  about 
$8,000  worth  of  land  instead  of  8,000  acres.  I  can  tell 
exactly  by  looting  it  up.  I  stated  on  my  direct  examination 
that  there  was  about  8,000  acres,  at  a  rough  guess.  I  guess  it 
would  he  nearer  $8,000  worth,  or  6,000  acres,  than  8,000. 
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Q.  Now,  I  will  aet  if  you  can  state  from  recollection 
whether  there  was  any  land  that  Hewitt  had  reserved  on  the 
Bathay  contract  that  was  patented  at  the  time  Bathay  made 
the  assignment  to  Smith  ? 

A,  That  I  conM  not  tell  witlioiit  refeiTmg  to  the  lands  that 
have  been  patented,  and  see  what  date  they  weie  patented. 
There  is  nothing  on  this  book  to  tell  when  thej  were  p  atented. 
They  are  simply  marked  patented  where  they  h  ivc  been 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  reservation  made  on  the  Bathay  con- 
tract in  favor  of  Preston  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  know  of  an  order,  at  least,  given  by  Bathay 
to  Preston, 

Q.  For  how  much  ? 

A.  For  8,000  acres. 

Q.  Have  you  tlio  date  of  the  order  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    The  date  of  the  order  is  June  25, 18GS. 

Q.  State  whether  there  was  anything  due  Mr.  Preston  on 
that  ordei',  November  17  ? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  How  much  ? 

A.  $1,788,  according  to  the  books. 

Q.  Mr,  Giliam,  have  yon  any  knowledge  of  any  reservation 
made  by  Mr.  Bathay  at  the  time  he  made  andaseigoed  the  con- 
tract to  Smith  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  much  did  he  reserve  on  the  original  contract? 

A.  Well,  it  was  quite  a  large  amount. 

Q.  Have  you  got  the  exact  amount  on  your  record? 

A.  No.  I  could  not,  from  the  reeortl,  give  you  the  exact 
uuiount  that  was  reserved  at  that  date.  There  had  been  some 
16,000  acres  reserved  by  Bathay  and  by  others  on  his  order; 
a  great  many  of  them  have  been  patented  up. 

Q.  Will  you  state,  Mr.  Giliam,  how  much  there  was  due  Mr. 
Bathay  on  the  i-eservation  on  the  contract  which  he  had 
assigned  to  Smith,  November  17th. 
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A.  There  was  7,173  69-lOOth  acres,  tliat  was  i-eserved  to 
Bathay  November  17th,  1871. 

Q.  "Was  there  anything  still  due  Bathay  on  the  reserratiou 
that  was  made  between  him  and  Smith  at  the  time  he  made 
the  assignment  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  Batiiay  was  to  reeeii'O  a  thousand  dollars  of 
matured  scrip. 

Q.  According  to  the  terms  of  that  contract  ? 

A.  According  to  the  terms  of  the  assignment. 

Q.  That  was  charged  np  to  Smith  in  the  settlement  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  charged  over  to  Smith. 

Mr.  Ball — I  did  not  imderstand  the  witness. 

The  Witness— I  said  that  Smith  was  to  give  Bathay  a  thou- 
sand dollars  of  matured  scrip,  which  lie  had  paid  him  for  the 
t  of  the  contract,  at  the  time  the  contract  was 


Q.  Will  you  state,  Mr.  Qillam,  what  tliere  was  due  to  Mr. 
Smith,  on  the  Bathay  contract,  November  17tli  ? 

A.  We  made  a  balance  of  155.23. 

Q,  Due  him  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The*  counsel  has  asked  yon  about  reloading  contracts. 
Will  yon  state  whether  lands  are  reserved  on  two  diffei'ent  con- 
tracts at  the  same  time  ? 

A.  Well,  there  has  been  such  a  practice  with  us.  I  found 
that,  for  instance,  in  the  case  of  Obed  Smith ;  he  had,  I  think, 
five  contracts  on  the  Duncan,  Alpena,  and  Sauble  road,  and 
his  lands  were  reserved  previously  on  the  contracts.  He  gave 
orders  to  reserve  lands  on  his  contract,  and  the  lands  were  all 
marked  up  together,  and  his  credit  all  figured  together, 

Q.  Was  that  what  you  meant  by  "loading  contracts,"  or 
what  you  understood  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  What  I  understood,  Mr,  Huston,  that  parties 
would  reserve  lands,  and  then  patent  them  up  perhaps  on 
other  scrip;  that  would  relieve  the  contract,  and  then  reserve 
again  on  the  same  contract. 
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Q.  Now,  Mr.  Gillam,  I  want  to  ask  you  with  reference  to 
that,  whether  there  was  two  sets  of  land  reserved  on  one  eon- 
tract  at  the  same  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  A  man  never  was  allowed  to  reserve  nulesa  he 
had  credit. 

Q.  More  than  the  amount  of  the  contract? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  if  the  lands  were  patented  which  had  heen  roaerved 
on  that  contract,  it  left  that  amount  of  land  to  i-eserve  again  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  practice,  then,  was  to  allow  contractors  to 
i-e  serve  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir ;  in  figuring  up,  I  simply  figure  up  the  balance 
due  tliem,  if  anything,  on  the  contract.of  nnmatured  scrip. 

Q.  Is  there  any  discrimination  made  in  the  record  in  favor 
of  Hewitt  or  Hall  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  all  figured  alike. 

Q.  You  say  the  conti^acts  are  filed  in  the  office  of  the  Road 
Commissioner? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  the  assignments  also? 

A.  They  are,  usually.  I  do  not  know  biit  they  are  always. 
The  road  commissioner  keeps  track  of  the  contractors,  to 
know  who  they  are. 

Q.  "Was  there  an  underetandieg  between  Hewitt  and  Smith 
after  the  assignment  was  made  to  Smith,  whereby  Smith  ac- 
cepted the  reservations  already  made  by  Hewitt  on  the  Bathy 
contract  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Is  not  that  going  a  little  beyond 
any  line  that  either  party  has  followed  heretofore, — asking 
what  the  understanding  was  between  parties,  not  the  witness 
or  parties  in  the  office?  So  far  as  Smith  is  concerned,  he  is 
here  and  can  be  asked  that  question. 

Mr.  McGowan — I  only  ask  for  the  personal  knowledge  or 
understanding  of  the  witness,  and  it  is  with  reference  to  a 
90 
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matter  that  lias  been  gone  into  r[iiite  fuHy  on  the  exam- 
ination of  this  witness  with  i-eganl  to  the  reservations 
of  Hewitt  on  the  Bathay  contract,  either  before  or  after 
ifc  was  assigned  t-o  Mr.  Smith.  You  will  remember  that  the 
<jnest!on  came  up  whether  he  had  really  resen"ed  any  after  the 
assignment  was  made,  but,  on  the  examination  of  the  assign- 
ment, it  was  fonnd  it  was  not  filed  in  the  office  until  after  that 
reservation  was  made ;  and  I  think,  also,  when  Smith  was  on 
the  witness  stand,  he  complained  that  favors  had  been  shown 
Hewitt,  in  allowing  him  to  reserve  upon  his  contract,  and  that 
the  difference  between  him  and  the  Commissioner  pai'tly  grew 
out  of  the  reservation  made  by  Hewitt.  Now,  if  Mr.  Hewitt 
and  Mr.  Smith  had  an  understanding,  whereby  Mr.  Smith 
accepted  the  ai-rangement,  or  agreed  to  the  aiTangement,  which 
had  been  made  between  Bathay  and  Hewitt  previous,  of  course 
the  Commissioner  was  justified  in  charging  Mr.  Smith  with 
the  amount  of  reservations  which  Hewitt  had  made.  If  the 
witness  had  personal  knowledge  of  this  understanding,  I  think 
it  would  be  very  proper  to  introduce  it  here. 

Ml'.  Manager  Cochrane — When  the  witness  was  asked,  on  hi 
direct  examination,  as  to  this  matter,  I  think  he  answered  as 
to  facts  within  his  personal  knowledge, — or  made  a  statement 
of  facts  as  they  appear  on  the  records  themselves. 

Now,  the  fiuestion  is,  what  is  the  underetandijig  between 
these  parties  ?  He  might  have  some  vague  idea  of  an  under- 
standing, but  after  all  he  might  have  no  knowledge  thereof. 
K  he  heard  a  conversation  between  Smith  and  Hewitt,  or  if 
there  was  any  course  of  dealing  between  them,  which  actually 
showed  an  understanding,  let  him  state  that  conversation  or 
describe  that  course  of  dealing.  That  would  be  an  exhibition 
of  facts  from  which  the  Court  might  draw  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  some  undei'standing  and  what  that  nndcrstandiug 
was ;  but  to  ask  him  whether  there  was  any  understanding 
with  regard  to  this,  without  showing  any  of  these  facts,  it 
eecms  to  me  is  going  far  beyond  the  lines  that  either  party  has 
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goue  heretofoi-e,  and  we  must  admit  on  botli  sides  that  we 
have  used  a  great  deal  of  latitude  in  our  examinations. 
Mr.  Shipman — We  only  ask  for  personal  knowledge. 

The  Prosiding  Officer — I  understand  the  Honorable  Man- 
ager to  make  no  objection  to  the  witness  stating  facts  with 
regard  to  that  transaction. 

Mr.  McGowan — ^I  will  frame  my  question  so  as  to  avoid  any 
objection  on  that  ground. 

Q.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  any  canversation 
between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Hewitt,  with  reference  to  tha 
assignment  of  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Have  yon  any  personal  knowledge  of  any  arrangcmeat 
between  them  about  it,  or  about  reservations  ? 

A.  Nothing  but  what  the  papers  show  about  the  assigument, 
— whatever  information  it  caiTies. 

Q,  I  would  like  to  have  y  u  tu  t  th  contract  number  )i7, 
— Mr.  Hull's.    Sfcat«  when   t  m  t       t 

A.  The  date  of  the  mat  ty  I  1  a  not  got.  I  think  it 
would  be  in  November  or  D      n  b     It 

Q.  Can  you  give  the  dat  of  th  nt  act  number  28,  when 
the  scrip  matured  ? 

A.  It  matured  a  little  later,  I  think  in  December,  though, — 
somewhere  between  the  1st  of  October  and  the  ]  st  of  January, 
at  least. 

Q.  A¥ero  these  accounts  of  Mr.  Hall's  kept  separate  ? 

A.  They  never  had  been,  strictly. 

Q.  Were  they  in  the  same  condition  that  Obed  Smith',-;  were? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Reservations  made  on  any  or  all  of  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  general  orders  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Hall  given  orders  for  other  parties  to  reserve  for 
him? 

A.  I  think  not. 
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Q.  Had  he  given  any  orders  for  any  parties  to  reserve  land 
in  their  own  name  ? 

A.  I  think  he  gave  no  orders  unless  it  was  to  reserve  in  his 
own  name,  strictly.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Q,  Gave  no  orders  carrying  the  matured  scrip  ? 

A.  No.  sir. 

RE-EXAMINATION   OF   G.   F.  GILLAM, 

Ee-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question,  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  tlie  Eathay  cuntract, 
to  the  time  that  you  made  up  the  statement  that  your  atten- 
tion has  heen  called  to.  I  ask  you  if  you  did  not  make  a  differ- 
ent result  afterwards,  in  regard  to  Wr.  Smith's  credits. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  How  was  that  ? 

A,  It  appeared  afterwards  that  the  HJ88  that  was  due  D, 
Preston  &  Oo.  was  only  an  appearance  on  tlie  books,  and  was 
not  actually  a  fact.  The  books  showed  there  was  that  due 
him,  but  it  turned  out  there  was  not  anything  afterwards ; — at 
least  he  gave  a  receipt  in  full. 

Q.  Was  it  not  understood  in  the  ofBce,  at  the  same  time, 
that  the  order  that  Mr.  Hewitt  had  from  Mr.  Bathay  did  not 
carry  the  scrip  with  it  ? 

A,  That  it  did  not  carry  matured  scrip. 

Q.  In  the  final  account  was  it  not  also  taken  from  Jlr. 
Smith's  statement  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  charged  up  against  him  in  the  tinal  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  yoar  final  statement  that  yon  delivered  to  Mr.  Smith, 
did  you  not  ascertain  this  to  be  the  fact,  that  he  had  sufficient 
unmatured  scrip  to  cover  all  the  lands  that  he  had  reserved  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question.  You  stated  to  me  that  the  reason  why  patents 
had  not  heen  issued  on  this  matured  scrip  was,  generally,  be- 
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cause  there  were  dispiitee  as  to  the  title  of  the  land,  did  you 
not? 

Answer.  I  stated  there  were  some,  at  least,  in  that  condi- 
tion.   There  may  be  some  without  those  reservations. 

Q.  Have  you  auy  idea  what  proportion  there  is  that  is  dis- 
puted? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  could  not  tell  you  anything  about  it,  without 
loobiug  it  up. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  basis  of  that  dispute  appears 
upon  any  records  in  the  office,  or  how  the  conilicting  claims 
arise? 

A.  There  may  be  something  to  show  in  the  office,  and  there 
may  not  be,  fully.    That  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  You  cannot  say  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  No,  I  could  not. 

Q.  Then  yon  really  do  not  know  anything  about  the  reason 
— that  is,  of  your  own  personal  knowledge — why  these  lands 
are  not  patented  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  couid  not  give  any  positive  information. 

Q.  Any  further  than  that  is  the  reason  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

BB-CROSS-EX  AMIS' ATION   OP   0.   F.  GILLAJT. 

Examined  by  Mr,  McGowan : 

Question.  You  say  you  credited  back  to  Smith  the  amount 
yon  had  charged  him,  as  being  still  unpaid  on  the  Preston 
order  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  an  order  from  Mr.  Bathay  to  Mr.  Preston, 
which  had  not  been  reserved  in  full  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  there  was  any  comniunication  witli  Mr 
Preston  concerning  that  order  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr,  Preston  was  written  to,  to  ascertain  how  it 
stood,  and  he  wrote  back  that  there  was  nothing  due,  that  he 
had  been  paid  in  full. 
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Q.  Did  you  see  the  letter  'i 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he  state  in  that  letter,  that  Mr.  Bathay  had  once 
assigned  to  him  or  given  him  an  order  on  the  contract  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say.  He  has  an  order  on  file  in  the  office, 
from  Bathay. 

Q.  Yoa  may  refresh  your  recollection,  if  you  choose.  [Show- 
ing witness  alettcr]. 

A.  That  is  the  letter  no  received  fi'om  Preston  &  Co.,  in 
relation  to  it. 

Mr.  McGowan — I  propose  to  offer  that  in  evidence,  as  a  part 
of  the  cross-examination,  at  this  point. 

[Admitted  in  evidence.] 

[exhibit  cc,  ] 

Banking  House  ob  David  Psestojs"  &  Co.,  1 
Detroit,  Dec.  G,  1871.     f 
Son.  O.  A.  Edmtmds,  Commuaumer  State  Land  OJ/iee,  LanUny  Midi. : 

Dbae  Sir — Your  letter  of  the  3d  inst.  is  TecciTOtl,  in  which 
you  say : 

"  I  have  this  day  received  an  order  from  Obed  Smith,  Esq.,  iu 
favor  of  "Wm.  B.  McCreery,  for  1,200  acres  upon  contract  No, 
4,  of  the  Midland,  Houghton  Lake,  and  Traverse  City  State 
road.  Mr.  Smith  states  that  Mr.  Preston  says  he  has  no 
claim  on  the  contract,  as  he  has  settled  with  Mr.  Bathay.  Will 
you  please  inform  this  office,  at  yonr  earliest  convenience,  as  to 
the  facts  in  the  case?" 

Mr.  Bathay  does  not  owe  us  anything  on  any  contract 
He  once  assigned  his  contract,  or  a  portion  of  it,  to  us;  but 
we  have  received  in  lands,  and  in  credits  at  your  office,  all  that 
he  owes  us. 

Yours  truly, 

DAVID  PEESTOK  &  CO. 

Indorsed  on  the  hack,  as  follows ; 

"David  Preston  &  Co.,  Dee.  S,  1871. 

"  Received  at  State  Land  Office,  Lansing,  Midi.,  Dec.  S, 
1871." 
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Q.  Look  on  that  paper  and  state  what  it  is. 

A.  It  is  an  order  for  Theodore  Bathay  to  D.  Prostoti  &  Co., 
for  8,000  acres  of  land. 

Q.  When  is  it  dated? 

A.  June  35th,  1868. 

Q.  Is  that  the  order  on  which  then.-  ivas  #1,788  worth  still 
unreserved,  at  the  time  of  the  statement  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  order. 

Mr.  McGowan — I  propose  now  to  offer  in  evidence,  the  or- 
der, aa  a  part  of  the  cross-examination,  that  we  may  fully  nn- 
derstand  the  state  of  the  affair. 

[Admitted  in  evidence.] 

[exhibit  dd.] 
Baneisg  House  op  David  Peestojt  &  Co., ) 
Detroit,  June  23, 1868.     \ 
7he  Hon.  E.  JI.  Pm'Ur,  Deputy  Commissioner  State  Land  OJiee,  Lansing, 
Michigan  : 

I  have  to-day  sold  and  assigned  to  David  Preston,  of  Detroit, 
eight  thousand  acres,  say  $10,000  of  general  scrip,  on  my  eon- 
tract  on  Midland,  Houghton  Lake  &  Grand  Traverse  State 
road,  of  28  nailes,  executed  May  33, 1868.  The  first  amount 
completed  thereon.  You  will  therefore  please  allow  them  to 
reserve  8,000  acres  of  general  scrip  on  said  contract. 
And  oblige, 

THEODORE  BATHAY. 
Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows: 

"  Theodore  Bathay's  order  to  D.  Preston,  for  8,000  acres  of 
land,  June  35,  1868." 

Q.  I  will  cal!  your  attention  to  contract  No.  138,  and  ask 
you  whether  any  resei^vations  were  made  on  the  contract  after 
it  had  matured  ? 

A.  That  was  spoken  of  on  the  direct  examination,  and  I 
stated  that  the  last  reserve  wag  Dec.  4,  of  one  forly,  and  I  think 
the  last  warrant  was  at  a  later  date. 
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Q,  Do  you  know  whether  the  reservation  was  made  previous 
to  the  warrant, — ^previous  to  its  maturing  ? 
A.  I  cannot  say. 

RE-EXAMINATION   OF   G.  F.   GILLAM. 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Huston : 

Qaestion.  Do  you  remember  the  fact  of  some  of  Mr 
Smith's  reservation  liaving  been  applied  for  by  Ripley  ?  Have 
you  made  up  the  statement  ? 

Answer.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  who  mado  and  handed  in  tlio  list  for 
Eipley? 

A.  It  was  maih'd  by  him  from  Saginaw. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  furnished  him  the  evidence  ? 

A.  I  told  him,  for  one.  I  don't  think  he  could  have  got 
them  of  any  one  else  at  that  time.  There  did  not  any  one 
else  know  it. 

Q.  "Who  made  the  list  of  the  application  for  HallV 

A.  I  cannot  tell  yon. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Hall  present  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  Was  it  made  by  Potter? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q,  Do  you  know  who  furnished  the  list  to  Mr.  Potter  P 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Whether  Mr.  Barnard  furnished  it  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say. 

CROSS-EXAillNAlION   OF   fi,    F.   GILLAM, 

Examined  by  Mr.  Mc  Gowan : 

Question.  Mr.  Potter  has  his  office  in  one  corner  of  the  Land 
OfBce? 
Answer,  Yes  sir. 
Q.  Has  ho  access  to  these  books  ? 
A,  Yes,  sir,  when  he  chooses  to  have. 
Q.  He  had  access  to  that  book  there  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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BB-EXAMINATION   OF   G,  F.   GILI,AM. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Cochrane : 

Question.  Prior  to  receiving  this  letter  from  Mr.  Preston, 
ivas  there  anything  io  the  office  to  show  that  Mr.  Preston 
had  received  payment  on  the  Bathay  contract  before  tliat 
acknowledgment  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir.  1  looked  that  matter  as  thoroughly  as 
I  could,  with  the  Commissioner,  and  all  the  payments  we 
could  find,  and  we  still  found  a  balance  due  Preston  of  $1,788. 

Q.  "When  Preston  said  in  that  letter  that  he  had  received  full 
pay  on  that  contract  in  lands  and  credits,  was  there  anything 
at  your  office  to  show  what  those  credits  were  to  be  applied  to 
when  they  were  placed  there  in  your  office,  or  do  you  knoiv 
anything  about  those  credits  ?  In  other  words,  why  did  you 
come  to  make  this  mistake  when  those  credits  existed  in  the 
office,  if  it  was  a  mistake  ? 

A.  Without  knowing,  I  can  give  you  one  way:  The  order 
was  for  8,000  acres.  It  might  have  been  settled  np  afterwards 
for  the  lands,  aod  Mr.  Preston  might  have  taken  a  less  amount 
of  Bathay.  I  cannot  account  for  it  in  any  other  way,  only  that 
they  first  took  a  larger  order  than  they  took  up, 

Q.  Then,  on  the  receipt  of  that  letter  yon  settled  np  with 
Preston  and  Bathay. 

A.  Yes,  sif ;  gave  Bathay  credit. 

TESTIMONY  OF  WILLIAM   M.  UARIt. 

William  M.  Marr,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  tlie  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  East  Saginaw. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  resided  there  ? 

A.  I  have  resided  in  the  city  about  three  years. 
91 
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Q.  What  is  your  business  or  occupation  ? 

A.  Well,  I  haye  been  n  land  hunter  and  land  agent,  aud 
trafficting  in  pine  lands  g.'nerally. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  with  the  Land  Offico  in 
this  city  J* 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  the  clerks  in  the  ofEco. 

A.  A  very  little. 

Q.  Who  do  you  know  ? 

A.  I  particularly  know  Mr.  A'an  Dunham,  and  I  know  Mr, 
Barnard  when  I  see  him;  but  I  am  not  acquainted  with  them 
enough  to  know  any  of  the  rest  of  them, — only  these  two. 

Q.  If  you  have  paid  clerks  in  that  office,  or  any  one  of  them, 
money,  during  the  last  year  and  a  half,  for  any  services,  state 
the  transaction  fully,  in  your  own  way  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  last  September  some  time  that  I  applied 
for  the  west  half  of  tho  northwest  quarter  of  section  7,  in  19, 
2,  and  they  told  me  it  had  been  taken  out  of  market  or 
located  by  William  Bush,  I  think,  or  Billy  Bush, — something 
of  that  kind,  to  that  effect.  It  was  marked  Bush  on  the  plat, 
anyway,  and  I  wanted  to  locate  it,  and  they  told  me  he  had 
bought  it ;  but  they  thought — this  was  Van  Dunham  told  me 
— he  thought  he  could  get  that  lot  for  me.  I  wanted  to 
know  what  it  was  going  to  cost;  he  said  it  would  not 
cost  any  great  amount.  He  wanted  to  know  what  it  was  worth 
and  I  told  him  I  would  not  give  but  a  little  more  than  the 
Gfovemmenfc  price  for  it,  but  I  would  like  to  have  it,  as  it  was 
near  some  other  that  I  had  located ;  he  said  he  would  find  out 
what  he  could  do  about  it,  and  write  me  in  a  few  days; 
and  about  a  week  after  that,  I  got  a  letter  from  him, 
stating  that  lie  could  buy  it,  and  wanted  to  know  what 
I  would  give,  and  I  wrote  back  that  I  would  give  him  $150. 
And  theu  I  got  another  answer  from  him,  that  the  lot  was 
fractional,  and  there  was  105  acres  of  ifc,  and  that  that  was  but 
very  little  more  than  the  Government  price,  and  it  would  not 
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pay  for  the  minuteB  to  the  other  party.  Tbej  had  taken  it  out 
of  market,  and  I  examined  the  plats  in  the  office  at  Saginaw,  and 
I  saw  it  was  fractional — 105  acres,  and  that  would  give  me  so 
mnch  more  timber,  'and  I  figured  on  the  matter.  I  tried  to 
get  it  as  cheap  as  I  could.  I  considered  it  worth  $1,000,  and 
I  answered  back  I  would  give  $35  more,  making  1175,  and  in 
a  few  days  aftei-wards  I  got  a  reply  from  him  accepting  the 
offer,  and  I  came  to  Lansing  and  paid  $175,  and  got  the  pat- 
ent in  S.  H.  Webster's  name. 

Q.  You  paid  it  to  him  ? 

A,  Yes,  I  paid  it  to  Van  Dunham.  He  was  not  in  the  office 
when  I  got  there,  and  I  waited  for  him  there.  I  could  not  get 
any  satisfaction,  in  regard  to  the  land,  from  any  one  else  in  the 
office,  and  I  had  to.wait  until  Van  Dunham  came. 

Q.  Had  you  an  application  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  had  made  an  application  in  the  first  start  in  regard  to 
it.  I  applied  for  the  land,  and  saw  it  was  marked  "William 
Bush." 

Q.  Yoii  paid  the  money  over  to  him  and  had  a  patent  to  the 
person  yon  directed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  S.  H.  Webster  of  East  Saginaw. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  about  it  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  When  ? 

A.  On  the  day  I  got  the  patent. 

Q.  State  that  conversation. 

A,  I  spoke  to  him  about  it,  when  1  did  not  find  Mr.  Van 
Dunham  in  the  office.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Barnard;  he  did  not 
seem  to  know  anything  at  all  abont  it,  on  the  first  start,  and 
I  explained  a  little  to  him  about  it,  and  ho  said  he  thought 
Mr.  Van  Dunham  had  gone  out  of  town,  to  see  the  party  that 
had  taken  the  land  out  of  the  market,  and  that  he  would  be 
in  in  time  bo  that  I  could  get  out  of  town  the  same  day  again, 
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BO  I  waited  for  him  to  come.  He  told  rae  he  had  paid  for  the 
lands  himself;  he  had  taken  a  duplicate^ 

Q.  Who  did  ? 

A.  Van  Dunham ;  he  said  that  at  the  time  he  got  them  that 
the  party  had  got  the  patent  made  to  some  one,  and  that  lie 
had  paid  for  the  land  himself,  and  taken  Ji  duplicate,  and  then 
all  he  had  to  do  was  to  order  the  patent  in  whosesoever  name 
he  saw  fit;  and  the  reason  I  had  this  conversation  with  him 
I  had  State  scrip  at  the  same  time  that  I  could  have  applied 
on  it,  if  it  had  heen  vacant ;  but  in  order  to  get  the  money  in 
full  for  the  land,  Jie  claimed  that  he  had  paid  for  the  land 
himself,  so  that  I  could  not  apply  my  scrip  on  it :  I  had  to 
pay  him  in  money. 

Q.  What  was  the  exact  day? 

A.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  date.  You  can  turn  to  the  loca- 
tion and  get  the  exact  day. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  patent  bears  the  date  that 
you  was  there. 

A.  Yes,  it  is  the  same  day. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  Commissioner  that  day  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Edmonds.  I  don't  know  him 
at  all,  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him,  or  any  letters 
from  him.  I  know  nothing  about  it.  I  would  not  know  the 
man  if  I  should  see  him. 

CROBS-EXAMISrATIOir  OK  WILLIAM  M.  MAllU. 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan  : 

Question.  When  you  went  iuto  the  office  after  you  came  to 
get  the  land,  did  you  talk  with  any  one  else  cscepting  Mr. 
Bamai'd? 

Answer.  I  might  have  had  some  conversation  with  some  of 
the  rest  in  regard  to  the  land,  hut  I  would  not  know  who  the 
party  was  if  I  shoidd  see  him  now.  I  don't  know  anyone's 
name,  excepting  Barnard. 

Q.  You  said  you  waited,  and  did  not  get  any  satisfaction,— 
was  all  that  talk  with  Mt.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  You  talted  witli  no  one  about  this  piece  ol"  land  except- 
ing Barnard. 

A.  No,  sir;  not  that  day, 

Q.  Was  that  all  the  talk  yon  ever  had  with  Barnard  about 
that  land? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  All  the  other  talk  was  with  Van  Dunham  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Van  Dunham  told  yon  he  bought  the  land  of  Bush  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  all  I  know  about  that  T  saw  it  charged  on  the 
book. 

Q,  lie  said  he  bought  it  of  the  party  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  There  was  no  names  nsed  at  all,  but  I  saw  it 
marked  to  Bush. 

Q,  You  saw  it  was  marked  on  the  plat  to  Btish  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  said  it  was  i-eserved  by  "a  party  ?" 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q,  Van  Dunham  bought  it  of  a  party  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ilave  you  got  that  patent  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Q.  Where  is  it  ? 

A.  Mr.  Webster  has  it  ? 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Webster  ? 

A,  S.  H.  Webster  of  East  Saginais' ;  he  boards  at  the  "  Ban- 
croft." 

Mr,  McG-owan — That  is  all. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Court  will  take  a  recess  until 
two  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

Lansing,  Thursday,  P.  M.,  May  9, 1873. 
'i'he  iSeiiate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 
Tlie  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 
Roll  called:  quorum  present. 
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TESTIMONY  OF  LESTER  S.   HUDSON. 

Lester  S.  Hudson,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Eepreaentatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

E.xamiaed  by  Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor  : 

Q.  You  reside  in  this  city? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Wm.  Barnard,  Deputy  Laud 
Oonuuissioner  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

A.  About  eight  years,  I  believe,  air. 

Q.  Did  you  purchase  any  lands  of  him  during  the  last  year 
or  two  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  did  yon  buy  the  first? 

A,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  About  the  time  ? 

A.  About  last  spring,  I  think  it  was, — a  year  ago  now. 

Q-  How  much  did  you  get  of  him  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Eighty  acres. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  him  for  it  ? 

A.  I  traded  him  a  horse  for  it 

Q.  What  was  the  land  called ;  what  was  it  estimated  at  in 
the  trade  ? 

A,  A  hundred  and  a  half. 

Q.  What  kind  of  title  did  you  get  ? 

A.  Got  a  State  patent. 

Q,  In  your  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  paid  the  State  for  that  laud  at  the  State  office  ? 

A.  He  did,  I  suppose,— William  Barnard. 

Q.  You  did  not? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  got  a  patent  of  that  land  now  'f 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Who  has  tlie  patent  ?  Did  yon  ileJiver  the  patent  to  the 
person  yoiT  sold  the  land  to  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  Uid  you  buy  any  other  piece  of  him  after  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  About  what  time  ? 

A.  Last  fall,  I  think, — some  time  in  the  full. 

Q,  Hoiv  much,  80  acres  ? 

A.  80  acres,  I  think. 

Q.  In  whose  name  did  you  take  the  title  ? 

A.  In  my  own  name. 

Q.  Patented  to  yourself? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    He  traded  me  some  scrip. 

Q,  Did  he  conTey  to  you  a  piece  of  land  by  a  patCDt  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  gare  yon  some  scrip? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  did  you  do  with  the  scrip  ? 

Mr.  Shipman— We  object.  We  cannot  see  that  it  is  material 
what  he  did  with  the  scrip.  He  had  a  right  to  buy  scrip,  I 
suppose. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — We  do  not  propose,  unless  tbe 
Senate  require  it,  to  indicate  just  now  how  we  intend  to  use  it. 
We  think  the  testimony  is  allowable  under  the  article  for  deal- 
ing in  scrip.  We  propose  to  follow  that  np  and  see  what  he 
did  with  that  scrip, — whether  he  entered  land  with  it  in  the 
office,  under  whose  directions,  and  how,  atid  to  see  what 
became  of  it.  We  apprehend  this  is  another  way  of  evading 
the  law. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  question  may  be  answered. 

Question.  Did  yon  enter  land  with  that  scrip. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Who  showed  you  the  land  ? 

A.  Mr.  Barnard. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  land  before  Barnard 
told  you  of  it  ? 
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A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  How  mnch  did  yon  call  the  land  in  the  ti'ude  before  it 
WUB— what  was  t!ie  land  called  in  the  sfcoud  trade  r" 

A.  $100. 

Q.  Did  lie  pay  jou  anything  besides  that  ? 

A.  What  for,  sir  l-' 

Q.  Did  yon  make  u  trade  with  him  ?  What  did  yon  pay 
him  Jbr  this  land, — a  hnndred  dollars,  you  said  ? 

A,  I  traded  a  colt  for  it, — a  young  horse. 

Q.  Was  that  the  price  agreed  upon  for  the  colt  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  1100. 

"Q.  Waa  it  not  the  bargain  between  you  and  him,  in  relation 
to  tbo  colt,  that  he  was  to  give  yo\i  80  acres  of  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  it  was  not  ? 

Q,  Was  it  that  he  was  to  give  you  $100  in  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  was  he  to  find  the  land  for  you  to  locate  the  scrip  on  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  That  was  in  the  bitrgain  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  was  with  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  own  that  land  now  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  sold  it  ? 

A.  Yee,  sir. 

Q,  Yon  located  the  lot  right  away  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  You  did  not  let  Mr.  Barnard  have  it  agaio  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  knoii"  in  whose  name  that  land  was  anarked  in 
the  office  before  you  enterpd  it '' 

A.  No,  air, 

Q.  Can  you  tell  the  description  of  the  iaud?  What  county 
was  it  in  ? 

A.  It  was  in  Allegan  county. 
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Q.  The  last  80  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  the  first  80  ? 

A.  Saginaw  county, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  town  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION"   OF   LESTER   S.    HUDSON. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr,  Shipman: 

Qaestion.  Do  you  know  of  whom  Mr.  Barnard  got  the  piece 
of  land  he  traded  yoii,  that  yon  spoke  of? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  f?ot  it  of  a  contractor  or  not  ? 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  cannot  give  the  description  of  the  land? 
A.  No,  sir. 

TESTIMONV   OF    C.    C.   DODGE. 

C.  C.  Dodge,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  esumiQcd  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  teatifiod 
as  follows . 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  this  city,— Lansing. 

Q,  How  long  have  you  lived  here  ? 

A.  ^Nearly  sixteen  years. 

Q.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Very  slightly.  I  have  met  him  a  few  times,  within  the 
last  thirty  days,  that  is  all, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  purchase  any  land  at  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  any  purchase  there  ? 

A.  About  the  5th  day  of  April  last. 

Q.  What  descriptions  ? 

A.  It  is  in  town  32  N.,  10  W. 

Q.  Can't  you  give  any  further  description,  except  the  town  r 

A    Yes,  sir,  I  can  give  the  description  of  it  ? 
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Q.  Jnet  give  ua  the  deaeription. 

A.  [Refers  to  memorandiim,]  E.  fractional  i  of  tlie  W.  E.  i 
of  eeetioti  14,  S.  W.  of  N.  E.  of  15,  N.  W.  of  S.  E.  of  15,  8.  E. 
of  tlie  S.  E.  of  22,  N.  i  of  the  N.  E.  of  37. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  minutes  of  that  land? 

A.  The  minutes  of  that  I  got  from  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Clarke,  a  clerk  ia  the  olSee, 

Q,  Harry  Clarke  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  ivlicrc  he  got  them  ? 

A,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  pay  Clark  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  know  as  he  intended  I  should  iiave  them 
■when  I  got  them, 

Mr.  Shipmaa — Mr.  President :  We  do  not  know  what  they 
intend  to  prove  here.  The  time  now  is  located  at  the  5th  of 
April,  which  is  near  the  time  stated  in  these  articles.  If  they 
do  not  propose  to  connect  it  in  some  way  back,  it  seems  to  me 
to  he  improper. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  will  not  ask  him  anything  more  in 
regard  to  that  at  present. 

Question.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  town  25  N.,  8  W. 
Have  you  got  a  plat  of  that  town  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     [Witness  produces  plat.] 

Q.  That  is  the  plat ,  is  it,  of  the  town  I  referred  to  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  any  reservations  marked  upon  the  plat  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  Cyrus  Hewitt,  E.  Hall,  and  T.  Bathay. 

Q,  Will  yon  read  the  descriptions  that  are  reserved  to  Cyrus 
Hewitt? 

A.  Well,  it  will  take  me  some  time  to  count  them  there,  I 
can  read  them  qaicker  from  the  patent;  I  hare  it  in  my 
pocket. 
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Q,  Well,  read  from  the  patent,  if  you  have  it. 

A.  [Produces  patent  and  reads.]  Tlie  N.  ^  of  the  8.  E.  i, 
and  the  S.  W.  fractional  i  of  the  S.  W.  h  and  the  N.  E.  i  of 
the  S.  W.  i  of  sectioa  31,  N.  W.  \  and  S.  J  of  the  N.  E.  i  of 
BeetioQ  3S,  and  the  S.  E.  J  of  the  N.  W.  i  of  section  33,  in 
township  25  N.,  of  range  8  W. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  that  deed? 

A.  Got  it  about  half  an  hour  ago. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  apply  for  these  lands  ? 

A.  I  applied  for  the  other  about — 

Q.  Apply  for  these  lands  that  you  have  juat  read  the  descrip- 
tion of? 

A.  I  think  about  the  26th  of  April,  that  I  first  applied. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Ednaonds  in  regard  to 
these  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  call  his  attention  to  these  descriptions  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — One  moment.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like 
to  ask  if  this  is  a  matter  that  arose  entirely  since — 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — [Interrupting.]   No,  it  is  not, 

Mr.  Shipman^Very  well  then,  we  will  not  object. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— We  expect  to  show  that  it  was 
claimed  at  the  office — if  I  am  not  wrongly  informed — that 
these  lands  had  been  reserved  some  time  before, — long  before 
these  proceedings  were  commenced. 

Mr.  Shipman — That  is  all  right,  if  you  state  so. 

Question,  Did  you  say  you  hatl  a  talk  with  Mr.  Edmonds  in 
regard  to  these  lands  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Q.  Where  was  that  ? 

A.  In  his  private  office, 
Q.  When  was  it? 

A.  Somewhere  from  the  26th  to  the  30th  of  April. 
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Q.  Where  was  it  'i 

A.  In  his  office. 

Q.  Wliat  was  tlie  converaation  ''. 

A.  I  went  ill  and  asked  him  if  these  lands  were  properly 
held  by  otlier  parties, — whether  they  were  subject  to  be  located 
or  not,  and  he  informed  me  that  they  were  held  on  the  Bathay 
contract,  with  an  order  from  Bathay  to  Hewitt  giving  him  the 
right  to  hold  these  lands  on  his  contract. 

<3.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  make  any  minates  upon  your  plat !' 

A.  He  took  the  plat  and  went  into  the  general  office  to  see 
whether  they  could  be  located  or  not  and  came  back  with  a 
small  entry  on  the  margin  here. 

Q.  What  did  you  next  do  towards  getting  these  lands  ? 

A.  I  applied  again  and  deposited  the  money. 

Q.  When  was  that  'i 

A.  Some  time  last  week,  I  think, 

Q.  What  was  yon  informed  then  ? 

A.  That  they  were  held  by  Cyrus  Hewitt. 

Q.  Will  you  state  how  yon  managed  to  get  a  patent;  it 
seems  you  have  one  ? 

A,  I  went  to  Cyrus  Hewitt  and  got  Iiim  to  give  me  an  order 
for  them. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  Mr,  Hewitt? 

A,  I  gave  Mr.  Hewitt  sixty  dollars. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  those  lands  are  worth  'i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yoH  ever  see  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  one  inspect  them  for  you  V 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  first  information  in  regard  to  this 
land. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  any  one  did.  1  was  in  the  office  one 
day  talking  with  some  of  the  clerks, — I  forget  now  who.  1 
don't  remember  which  one  told  me  there  was  a  large  amount 
of  land  held  by  Cyrus  Hewitt,  that  was  good  land. 
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Q.  Which  one  of  the  clerks  ? 

A.  I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  Robinson? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  forget  whether  Van  Dunham  or  Clark;  he 
said  they  could  not  be  got  because  they  belonged  to  Hewitt ; 
and  I  took  my  chances,  and  tried  it  on. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  money  you  deposited  ? 

A.  $546. 

Q,  Was  that  the  price  of  that  land  per  acre. 

A.  No,  sir ;  that  wae  discounting  five  per  cent  off  for  scrip ; 
T  bought  scrip  of  Hewitt  when  I  deposited  the  money.  I  left 
just  what  it  figured  up  at, — they  discounting  the  scrip  the 
same, — five  per  cent. 

Q.  How  many  acres  of  this  land  is  there  ? 

A.  453  acres,  in  the  Jast  lot. 

Q.  What  amount  of  money  was  ifc  yon  deposited  when  you 
made  your  second  payment  there,— the  amount  of  money  you 
deposited  with  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  $540  is  what  I  left  with  him  ;  it  came  to  a  little  less  than 
that,  but  he  could  not  make  the  change  with  me,  and  I  told 
him  to  leave  it  as  it  was. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Was  that  deposited  in  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Have  you  Jiad  any  one  that  claimed  to  know,  or  that  had 
seen  this  land,  give  you  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  that  ? 

A.  I  saw  one  man  that  said  he  had  been  on  a  part  of  these 
lands. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  they  were  worth  ? 

Q.  He  told  me  he  thought  about  twelve  dollars  an  acre. 

GEOSS-EXAMINATION   OF   C.   €.    DODGE. 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.    Yon  got  the  lands  by  getting  an  order  from  Mr, 
Hewitt? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Yon  got  the  order  yesterday  or  to-day  ? 
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A.  No,  sir ;  I  got  the  order  about  the  6th,  I  tbint,  of  this 
month. 

Q.  You  did  uot  have  the  land  patented  until  to-day  ? 

A.  I  presume  the  patent  has  been  lying  there,  but  I  stopped 
at  the  office  to-day,  as  I  ivas  coming  up,  and  they  handed  it  to 

Q.  You  deposited  the  money  for  453  acres  of  land, — S540  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  yoii  deposited  the  money,  or  scrip  ? 

A,  No,  sir ;  I  put  the  money  down. 

Q.  What  for  ? 

A.  To  buy  this  land. 

Q.  To  purchase  scrip,  or  the  land  ? 

A.  To  buy  the  land  witii. 

Q,  The  land  was  worth  how  much  an  acre  ? 

A.  Ten  shillings. 

Q.  8540  in  money  would  not  pay  for  it  ? 

A.  They  discounted  five  per  cent  for  scrip. 

Q,  You  understood  they  were  dealing  in  scrip? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understood  it  was  to  be  entered  itp  in  scrip '? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  gave  them  just  enough  money  to  pay  for  it  entered 
up  in  scrip  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  tbe  understanding  between  you  and  Mr.  Bar- 
nard? 

A.  I  did  not  have  any  conversation  with  Barnard. 

Q.  Who  did  you  have  conversation  with  ? 

A.  With  Robinson. 

Q,  Was  that  the  conversation  with  Robinson,  that  it  was  to 
be  entered  up  with  scrip. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  You  think  it  was  about  the  acth  of  April  you  had  this 
talk  with  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  it  was  the  §6th. 
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Q.  Had  you  bud  iniy  talk  tbiit  same  day  with  anybody  ctse 
in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,    Mr,  Kobinsou. 

Q.  Where  did  yon  have  a  conversation  with  Robiuson  ? 

A.  At  bis  desk  in  the  office. 

Q,  The  front  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  have  this  talli  with  Edmonds? 

A,  In  the  back,  private  office, 

Q,  How  long  after  you  had  the  talk  with  Eobiusoii  did  you 
bave  any  talk  with  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Maybe  twenty  minutes. 

Q.  Did  you  go  directly  from  the  front  otHce  into  the  back 
office? 

A.  Oh,  no ;  it  might  bave  been  half  an  hour.  I  came  to 
the  Lansing  Ilouse  and  then  went  back. 

Q.  Did  you  go  into  the  back  office  from  the  front  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  went  in  at  the  side  door. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  information  from  the  Commissioner 
then  in  addition  to  what  you  had  of  Robinson  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  the  statement  was  the  same. 

itE-EXAMINATION'   OK  C.  €.   DODGE. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

(inestion.  Did  you  call  there  again  after  the  3fith  and  have 
a  talk  with  any  parties  in  the  office,  the  time  you  got  your 
patent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  svas  the  time  I  deposited  the 
money. 

Q.  That  was  after  the  i»6th  ? 

A.  YeSj  sir. 

Q.  Did  any  one  say  to  you  you  co.ild  not  have  the  lands 
that  day,  although  you  deposited  the  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  that  ? 

A.  Mr.  Kobinson. 
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Q.    Did  he  say  that  before  or  after  he  took  your  money  ? 

A,  I  paid  him  the  money  on  the  26th,  and  lie  gave  it  back 
to  me;  he  wokW  not  have  it;  and  I  carried  it  back  and  insistotl 
upon  leaving  it  there,  the  last  time. 

Q.  What  reason  did  he  assign  the  last  time  V 

A.  The  same  as  the  first.  lie  said  the  lands  wore  }ie!d  in 
Cyrus  Hewitt's  name,  and  ho  conld  not  get  them. 

Q.  This  first  lot  of  land  that  you  spoke  of, — are  they  the 
lands  that  Mr.  Barnard  had  located  ? 

A.  r  understood  they  were.  T  kiic«'  nothing  of  it  at  the 
time. 

Q.  Mr.  Bai'nard  is  a  land  dealer  in  (he  town  '^ 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  given  name 't 

A.  That  I  cannot  tel!  you. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  You  say  you  gave  the  money  to  Mr.  Robinson  on 
the  36th  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  26tli. 

Q.  The  same  day  you  talked  with  Mr.  Edmonds  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  came  back  the  last  time,  yon  ga\y  him  tlie 
money  and  insisted  on  his  keeping  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(J.  And  he  told  yoii  thoy  wore  Mr,  Hewitt's  lands,  and  he 
could  not  take  the  application  ? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 

TESTIMONY    OF  UENR'i:    C.   CLARKK. 

Henry  C.  Clarke,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  bebalf  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives, 
testified  aa  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Huston  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer,  In  Lansing. 
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Q.  Wiat  is  your  business  ? 

A.  Clerk  in  the  State  Land  Office, 

Q,  How  long  have  yon  been  a  clerk  tliere  ? 

A.  Since  July  last, 

Q.  Where  did  jon  reside  before  yon  came  to  Lansing? 

A.  Cold  water. 

Q.  What  salary  do  yon  have  as  a  clerk  ? 

A.  *1,000. 

Q.  What  rate  were  yon  paid  wlien  yon  first  commenced  ? 

A.  1900. 

Q,  What  is  your  business  in  the  office, — ^what  department 
do  you  have  charge  of? 

A.  Draogbting. 

Q.  What  did  yon  have  charge  of  before  you  became  draughts- 
man? 

A.  Waiting  on  customers. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  in  the  office,  have  you  been  intfrest- 
ed  ia  the  purchase  of  any  lauds  ? 

A.  I  have  once,  indirectly. 

Q.  Where  wae  the  land  ? 

A.  In  Gratiot  county. 

Q.  When  was  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date. 

Q.  About  how  long  ago  ? 

A.  Last  fall. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  a  description  of  the  land  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  the  S.  i  of  the  S.  E.  of  33, 10  N.,  1  W. 

Q.  Who  made  the  application  for  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  My  father. 

Q.  Who  wrote  the  application  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Was  your  father  present  when  it  was  written  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  was  it  written? 

A.  I  do  not  reeolleet.  I  think  I  wrote  it  in  Gratiot  county, 
93 
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I  think  I  made  the  application  there.  I  will  not  be  positive 
about  that. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  present  it  to  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Tlie  Commissioner,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  not  present  it  to  the  Commissioner  and  lie  make 
an  indorsement  upon  it  at  that  time '! 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  "What  amount  of  money,  if  any,  did  you  give  Mr.  Ed- 
monds, at  the  time  you  presented  the  application  ? 

A.  $9&. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  195  in  money  or  on  a  check  ? 

A.  I  gave  him  the  money. 

Q.  "Was  it  not  the  understanding  that  you  should  i>ay  him 
after  you  sold  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  father's  name  ? 

A.  0.  B.  Clarke. 

Q.  At  the  time  Mr.  Edmonds  made  this  indorsement,  you 
counted  him  out  the  $95  ? 

A,  I  think  I  did,  I  will  not  he  positive  whether  it  was  at 
the  time  he  made  the  indorsement,  or  very  soon  after. 

Q.  How  soon  after  you  made  the  application,  or  bought 
your  patent,  did  you  sell  the  land  ? 

A.  I  never  got  a  patent  for  it. 

Q.  You  got  a  certificate  then  ? 

A.  A  certificate  was  handed  to  me. 

Q.  How  soon  after  you  got  the  certificate  did  you  sell  the 
land? 

A.  I  did  not  get  a  certificate, — my  father  got  the  certificate. 

Q,  Was  your  father  here  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  was  not ;  it  was  handed  to  me  for  him. 

Q.  Did  your  father  ever  see  the  certificate  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where? 

A.  I  handed  it  to  him  at  Coldwater. 
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Q.  He  assigned  it  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  ^signed  it  to  the  man  you  sold  the  land  to  ? 

A.  After  it  was  sold. 

Q,  What  interest  did  your  father  have  in  it  ? 

A.  Ninety-Sve  dollars. 

Q.  You  got  the  $95  of  your  father. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  it  back  to  him  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  jou  sell  the  land  for? 

A.  Two  hundred  and  fbrty  dollars,  I  think. 

Q.  Who  had  the  margin,  over  and  above  the  $95. 

A,  Mr.  Dunham  and  myself. 

Q.  Was  DOt  that  the  understanding  you  had  with  your 
father,  if  you  had  an  opportunity  to  enter  lands,  if  you  could 
make  something  out  of  them,  you  were  to  have  wliat  you 
could  make  ? 

A.  Not  exactly ;  the  understanding  was,  if  I  knew  where  he 
could  enter  any  land,  if  he  could  make  anything  out  of  it,  he 
would  give  me  what  he  could  make  out  of  it. 

Q.  Who  was  this  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  Draughtsman  in  the  State  Land  Office. 

Q.  He  had  a  half  interest  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  did  you  get  track  of  this  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  Went  up  to  look  at  it. 

Q.  Van  Dunham  together  with  yon? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  gone  ? 

A.  I  think  we  went  Saturday  morning  and  came  back 
Monday  morning, — Monday  about  noon. 

Q.  Did  you  get  leave  from  Mr.  Edmonds  to  go  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  he  was  not  in  town. 

Q,  Where  was  he  ? 
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A.  I  did  not  kuow.  He  was  out  of  the  offlee,  I  think  lie 
was  at  home.    He  was  absent  from  the  city,  anyway. 

Q.  Did  you  get  permission  from  Mr.  Barnard  to  leave  the 
office,  and  be  gone  a  couple  of  days  ? 

A.  I  got  permission  from  Mr.  Barnard  to  be  absent  Saturday. 

Q.  Did  he  know  where  you  were  going  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  tell  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  la  that  the  only  piece  of  land  you  have  been  interested 
in,  since  yon  have  been  in  the  office  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  a  man  by  the  name  of  Wing, 
with  regard  to  a  piece  of  land  ? 

A,  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  your  object  in  writing  to  him? 

A.  I  do  not  know  what  particular  object  I  had.  I  think, 
probably,  there  was  an  opportunity  to  make  something  out  of  it. 

Q.  Have  yon  not  some  ways  of  making  money  in  the  office, 
outside  of  your  salary  ? 

A.  Nothing  that  can  be  depended  upon. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  get  any  money  for  information  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  What  amounts  do  yon  get  ? 

A.  Thoy  vary. 

Q.  Well? 

A.  From  one  dollar  to  five. 

Q,  Those  are  perquiait«s? 

A.  They  are  gratuities. 

Q.  Do  you  ever  get  anything  for  furnishing  minutes  ?  Have 
you  ever  sold  any  minutes  of  lands  ? 

A.  No. 

Q,  You  heard  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dodge,  did  you  not,  with 
regard  to  minutes  he  got  of  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Where  did  you  olitam  those  minutes? 

A.  I  heard  him  say  he  got  some  minutes  of  me.  He  did  nol 
get  any  minutes  of  me, — ho  got  some  descriptions  of  me. 

Q.  What  are  minutes  ? 

A.  Minutes  arc  items  that  lookers  write  out,  in  relation  to 
the  character  of  the  soil  and  the  nature  of  the  timber  on  the 
land  they  hare  looked ;  estimates  of  how  mnch  lumber  a  piece 
of  land  will  cut. 

Q.  Do  they  not  include  the  descriptions  also  ? 

A.  The  minutes  refer  to  the  descriptions. 

Q.  Then  it  was  the  descriptions  he  got  of  you,  and  not  the 
minutes  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  had  no  minutes, 

Q.  Where  did  you  procure  those  descriptions  ? 

A.  At  the  State  Land  OfBce. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  those  descriptions,  in  the  first  place, 
from  a  Mr.  Turner  ? 

A,  I  did  not, 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  them  in  the  Land  OfBce  ? 

A.  T"rom  seeing  them  on  the  plat-books,  vacant. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with.  Mr.  Turner  about  this  same 
land  that  Mr.  Dodge  applied  for,  and  ho  tell  yon  the  descrip- 
tions before  you  gave  them  to  Mr.  Dodge? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Turner  upon  that 
subject  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  it  ? 

A,  It  was  subsequent  to  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Dodge. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  talked  with  Mr.  Dodge  ? 

A.  Three  or  four  hours. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Ever  have  any  talk  with  him  with  regard  to  these  descrip- 
tions- 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  When  did  you  havo  this  first  conTersation  with  him  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  when  it  was. 

Q,  Was  it  before  or  after  you  talked  witli  Mr.  Dodge  about 
the  descriptions  ? 

A.  Three  or  four  days  after. 

Q.  Mr.  Dodge  is  the  first  man  you  talked  with,  witli  regard 
to  these  descriptions  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Dodge  pay  you  for  these  descripfcioDS  ? 

A.  Nothing.    Merely  a  matter  of  friendship, — no  interest  in 
it  whatever. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  that  information  from  Mr.  Thomas  that 
you  gave  Mr.  Dodge  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  get  it  from  memoranda  that  Mr.  Thomas  bad 
left  there  previous  to  that  time  ? 

A.  I  did  not  see  any  memorandum  that  Mr.  Thomas  had 
left  there  ? 

Q.  From  whose  memoranda  did  you  get  the  descriptions  ? 

A.  The  descriptions  were  vacant  upon  the  plat  books. 

Q,  Were  they  reserved  ? 

A.  They  were  not. 

Q.  Had  they  ever  been  reserved  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Were  they  marked  as  reserved,  or  anybody's  initials  upon 
them? 

A.  Tliey  were  not. 

Q.  Had  they  been,  to  your  knowledge,  reserved  prior  to  that 
time? 

A.  I  could  not  say  positively  whether  they  had  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  to  your  best  recollection  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  had  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  they  had  been 
i  by  Mr.  Hewitt  with  his  initial  on  it  ? 
,  I  did  not  know  that  they  had  been  reserved. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OE  THE  COURT.  743 

Q.  Did  you  not  understand  that  to  be  so  ? 

A.  I  did  not  understand  anjtliing  about  it. 

Q.  How  many  clerlie  are  tliere  in  the  office? 

A.  Fifteen  or  sixteen. 

Q.  How  many  were  there  when  you  first  went  there? 

A.  About  the  same  number. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  locating  land  with  scrip  when 
money  is  sent  to  the  office  for  the  purpose  of  locating  the 
land? 

A.  It  never  has  been  done  since  I  liave  been  in  the  office,  to 
my  knowledge, 

Q.  When  did  you  understand  the  rule  was  changed,  if  it  was 
ever  changed? 

A.  I  understood  the  rule  was  changed  since  the  Commis- 
sioner found  such  had  been  the  practice. 

Q.  Before  E.  H,  Port«r  liad  been  discharged  ? 

A.  I  understood  that  was  the  reason  Porter  was  discharged. 

Q,  That  is  what  you  understood, — from  whom  ? 

A.  Some  one  in  the  office ;  I  do  not  know  who. 

Q.  Up  to  that  time,  you  understood  that  if  money  was  sent 
for  land,  it  had  been  customary  to  enter  the  land  with  scrip, 
and  keep  the  money  ? 

A.  I  understood  so  when  I  came  here, — shortly  after. 

Q,  Ton  understood  that  had  been  the  rule  up  to  the  time 
that  Mr.  Porter  wa«  discharged  ? 

A.  I  have  so  understood  since. 

Q.  Have  you  a  clerk  there  that  is  denominated  book-keeper  ? 

A.  We  have,  sir. 

Q.  Who  is  that  ? 

A.  His  name  is  Paddock. 

Q.  Do  you  have  any  books  of  account  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  do  you  keep  in  those  books  ? 

A.  It  contains  charges  against  men  who  buy  lands  upon 
quart^^r  payment  for  actual  settlement,  and  they  are  credited 
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with  the  yearly  interest,  aad  such  portion  of  the  principal  as 
they  wish  to  pay  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  That  is  the  hook  \rhere  yoii  keep  the  sales  of  Agricult- 
ural lands,  etc  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  there  is  a  sales-book  besides  tiiat.  Those  are 
ledgers. 

Q.  How  many  of  those  books  haye  you  ? 

A.  A  large  quantity, — 30  or  40. 

Q.  Does  that  consume  the  time  of  the  book-keeper,  or  are 
there  some  other  books  ? 

A.  There  are  other  books. 

Q.  "What  are  they? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  tell  yon  all  his  duties.  He  has 
a  large  amount  of  labor  to  perform. 

Q.  "What  is  your  rule  with  regard  to  fees  you  receive  for 
plats  ? 

A-  They  are  entered  upon  a  book  kept  for  that  pui-pose,  and 
handed  to  the  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q.  When  you  have  an  application  for  plats,  do  you  ever  get 
the  pay  for  them,  or  is  the  money  paid  to  the  Deputy  ? 

A.  Since  I  have  been  draughtsman  I  have  not. 

Q.  Before  you  were  draughtsman  ? 

A.  They  used  to  hand  me  the  amount  of  their  bill  with 
their  application,  and  I  would  hand  it  to  the  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, aad  hand  the  application  to  the  draughtsman, 

Q.  That  is  always  done  on  the  receipt  of  the  money  V 

A.  Always,  up  to  that  time. 

Q.  Have  jou  examined  that  book  to  see  whether  these 
entries  are  made  right  along  as  the  business  is  done,  as  the 
money  is  received? 

A  My  impression  is  that  they  are  in  every  instance. 

Q,  The  book-keeper  is  notified  ? 

A  The  book  in  which  that  account  is  kept  is  on  the  Deputy 
Commissioner's  desk. 

Q,  Who  keeps  that  book? 

A  He  takes  the  fees  and,  marks  them  down  in  that  book, 
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and  puts  the  fees  in  an  envelope  in  his  drawer  and  turns  them 
over,  at  the  end  of  the  month,  to  the  Treiisurer.  The  book- 
keeper has  nothing  to  do  with  the  fees  of  the  plats  and  field- 
notes, 

Q.  That  is  all  kept  by  the  Deputy  ? 

A.  That  is  all  kept  by  the  Deputy  Commissioner. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Van  Dunham  being  inter- 
ested in  the  purchase  of  land  ? 

A.  I  knoTV  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  inform  you  about  being  interested  in  some 
lands  in  Tuscola  county? 

A.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  did, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  him  about  that  homestead  land 
in  Tuscola  county  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

By  Mr,  Manager  Cochrane, 

Question,  Do  you  perform  any  other  duty  than  as  draughts- 
man? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  portion  of  your  time  is  occupied  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say.  Sometimes  all  the  time 
until  after  hours, — as  the  work  goes,  comes  in — more  or  less, — 
as  the  occasion  requires  it. 

Q,  When  you  have  a  large  number  of  plats,  your  time  is 
fully  occupied  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  How  often  does  it  occur  that  your  time  is  so  fully  occu- 
pied as  to  drive  you  with  after  hours  ? 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  very  frequently  the  case. 

Q,  What  portion  of  the  time  is  occupied  by  the  book-keeper, 
in  his  duties  ? 

A.  All  the  time, 

Q.  Could  the  book-keeper  and  the  draughtsman  perform 
their  duties,  as  a  general  thing,  within  office  hours, — one  per- 
son perfonning  the  duties  of  both  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  yoar  father  tell  you  to  enter  that  land,  that  yon  did 
enter,  in  Lis  name  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  He  toSd  me  if  I  found  any  land  he  would  apply 
for  it,  or  I  might  apply  for  it  for  him. 

Q.  He  gave  no  directions  until  you  mentioned  it  to  him, and 
then  .he  directed  you  to  enter  it  ? 

A.  He  directed  me  to  apply  for  it. 

Q.  Can  not  you  give  us  some  ideas  of  the  amount  of  your 
gratuities,  that  you  have  mentioned. 

A.  I  could  not,  sir. 

Q.  Ten  dollars  a  week  ? 

A,  They  do  not  foot  up  as  heavy  as  that. 

Q.  Some  weeks  do  they  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Never  ten  dollars  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  hut  what  it  may  have  been  the  case  one 
week.    I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Q.  Are  they  paid  as  gratuities,  or  are  they  nominal  charges 
for  information  ? 

A.  They  are  not  cliiirges ;  they  are  free-will  offerings  on  the 
part  of  the  donor. 

Q.  How  came  they  to  be  paid  to  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  the  motive  that  actuated  the  party  to  give 
it  to  me. 

Q.  You  presume  it  was  liberality  ? 

A.  I  presume  it  was  a  spirit  of  thankfulness. 

Q.  How  often  do  these  gratuities  come  around  ? 

A.  Not  frequently. 

Q.  The  majority  of  persons  are  not  possessed  with  the 
Bpirit  of  liberality  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  they  are  not. 

Q.  There  is  no  intention  on  your  part  that  a  gratuity  would 
be  acceptable,  ever  ? 

A.  Never. 

Q.  What  is  the  largest  amount  of  any  gratuity  that  you 
ever  recollect  receiving  ? 
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A,  Ten  dollars,  I  think  was  the  largest  amount. 

Q,  Are  these  flve-dollar  fellows  frequent  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  am  sorry  to  say  tliey  are  not. 

Q.  What  is  the  smallest  amount  that  is  acceptable  ? 

A.  Most  anything  would  be  acceptable,  I  hare  no  doubt. 

Q.  Will  your  gratuities  average,  in  your  opinion,  five  dollars 
a  week  ? 

A.  I  could  not  average  them  at  all.    They  do  not  average. 

Q.  I  suppose  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from  one  week  with 
another.  But  would  not  that  be  about  fi  reasonable  recom- 
pense for  your  information  ? 

A.  I  think  it  would  be  pretty  high. 

Q.  More  than  you  actually  receive  ? 

A,  More  than  I  actually  receive. 

Q.  How  often  do  men  come  to  you  for  infonnation  of  some 
kind,  upon  which  you  receive  occasional  gratuities  ? 

A.  Well,  they  used  to  be  quite  frequent :  it  was  a  matter  of 
everyday  occurrence,  when  I  was  in  my  former  position, — 
waiting  on  customers, — that  I  was  asked  for  information  ;  but 
not  a  matter  of  everyday  occurrence  that  I  received  any  gra- 
tutics  therefor. 

Q.  Did  those  gratuities  come  from  merely  transient  persons 
that  came  into  the  of&ce, — those  that  received  information  of 
you  only  occasionally, — or  did  they  come  generally  from  fixed 
sources  ? 
A,  Transient, 

Q.  It  is  not  so  customary  with  one  man  that  if  you  see  him 
coming  in,  you  know  he  is  your  man  ? 
A,  No,  sir, 

CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF  HESEY  C.  CLARKE, 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan  : 

Question.  Mr.  Clarke,  have  you  more  than  one  book-keeper 
in  the  otBce  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  How  many  ? 

A.  Two,— a  book-keeper  aniJ  an  assistant. 

Q.  Is  not  it  tLe  fact  that  they  are  frequently  employed  over 
regular  business  hours? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Now,  as  to  these  gratuities,  Mr.  Clarke,  has  thei-e  been 
any  arrangement  between  you  and  parties  that  yon  were  to  be 
paid  the  gratuities. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  arrangement  with  parties  before- 
hand that  yon  should  be  paid  for  any  information. 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Will  you  state  whether  or  not  Mr.  Edmonds  had  any  in- 
terest in  these  gratuities '? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  State  whether  he  had  any  knowledge  of  them. 

A.  He  had  no  knowledge  of  tliem. 

Q.  Yon  spoke  of  apiece  of  landenteredinyourfather'anarae. 
"When  was  the  arrangement  made  with  your  father  ? 

A.  One  time  when  I  was  home  in  the  summer. 

Q.  The  same  summer  you  came  here  in  Juuo  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  came  here  in  July. 

Q.  State  whether  you  know  of  Mr,  Edmonds'  having  any 
knowledge  of  your  going  to  look  after  that  land  ? 

A.  Well,  he  could  not  have  had  any  knowledge  ? 

Q,  Could  not  have  had  any? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  "Whether  he  had  any  knowledge  or  information  of  the  ar- 
rangement between  you  and  your  father  ? 

A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  have  any  interest  in  the  land  whicli 
you  purchased,  or  which  was  licensed  in  your  father's  name  ? 

A.  It  was  purchased  in  my  father's  name.    He  did  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  have  any  interest  in  that  land  ? 

A.  lie  had  not,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Edmotids  found  out  this  prac- 
tice in  the  office  of  taking  gratuities,  at  any  time  ? 

A.  Well,  I  do  remember  one  oeeurrenee. 

Q.  What  did  he  do,  if  anything,  when  lie  found  out  you 
were  taking  gratnities  of  others  ? 

A.  He  forbade  it,  and  I  had  to  refund  the  money. 

Q.  Now,  of  this  money  that  you  paid  for  the  land— iS95.00 
— you  say  you  paid  that  in  money,  or  a  draft  ? 

A.  Money, 

Q.  Paid  to  Mr.  Edmonds  or  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  gave  it  to  Mr.  Edmonds. 

Q.  At  the  time  he  wrote  the  indorsement  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  I  gave  it  to  Edmonds  or  Bar- 
nard. 

KE-EXAMINATION   OF  HEKRY   C.   CLARKE. 

Examined  by  Mr,  Cochrane : 

Question,  Have  you  taken  any  gratuities  since  Mr.  Edmouda 
forbade  you  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir, 
Q,  When  was  that  P 
A.  I  think  it  was  about  two  or  three  weeks  ago. 

RB-CROSS-EXAUIS"ATION  OP  HENRY  C.  CLARKE. 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  Did  you  testify  with  regard  to  gratuities  before 
that  committee 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  since  your  testimony  before  the  committee  that 
Mr  Edmonds  ascertained  you  had  taken  a  fee,  or  gratuity,  as 
you  call  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  then  that  he  told  you  to  refund  it? 

A.  Yes.  sir. 
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TESTIMONY   OF   CYRUS   HEWITT. 

Oyrns  Hewitt,  a  witness  produced,  Bworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  Honse  of  Eepreaentatives,  testified 
as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Lansing. 

Q.  How  long  have  jou  been  here  ? 

A.  I  came  to  this  city  the  13th  day  of  May,  1857. 

Q,  What  is  your  present  busioeaa? 

A.  I  am  a  banker  and  broker  here. 

Q.  Do  you  deal  any  in  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  some. 

Q.  "What  kind  of  lands  are  you  dealing  in  ? 

A,  Well,  most  all  kinds  that  there  is  for  saie. 

Q.  Deal  any  in  State  swamp  lands  ? 

A.  A  little ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  deal  any  in  primary  school  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Purchase  any  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  a  few. 

Q.  What  has  been  your  practice  when  you  purchased  lands 
of  the  Staf«,  in  regard  to  paying  for  the  land, — the  primary 
school  lands  ? 

A.  Well,  I  pay  for  them  as  I  agree  to. 

Q.  Well,  when  jou  apply  for  the  land,  what  do  joii  usually 
do  when  you  make  your  application  ? 

A.  Oh,  I  generally  give  my  check. 

Q.  I^t  me  call  your  attention  to  the  lands  on  section  16, 
32  !N".,  2  W.,  and  ask  you  if  yon  ever  purchased  or  applied  for 
any  lands  upon  that  section  ? 

A,  I  think  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  what  part  of  the  section  you  applied 
for? 

A,  I  don't  remember  the  particular  description  now. 
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Q.  How  many  acres  ? 

A.  I  think  t;here  were  two  hundred. 

Q,  How  long  ago  was  it  yon  made  your  application  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  last  summer,  some  time. 

Q,  What  proportion  did  you  propose  to  pay  for  the  land  at 
the  time  you  made  the  application, — full  payment  or  quarter 
payment? 

A.  Quarter  payment, 

Q.  How  did  yon  pay  the  quarter  payment  ? 

A.  In  a  check. 

Q,  Gave  a  check  on  what  ? 

A.  On  Cyrus  Hewitt  &  Oo.'s  bant. 

Q.  That  is  your  own  bank, — a  bank  that  yon  are  interested 
in? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  payable  to  whose  order? 

A,  Well,  I  don't  remember  now ;  I  drew  cheeks  frequently 
in  different  ways, — somefciraua  my  own  order  and  sometimes  to 
the  order  of  the  State  Treasurer. 

Q,  Don't,  you  know  that  in  this  ease  it  was  to  your  own 
order  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  but  it  was. 

Q.  Was  it  indorsed  by  yourself? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  it  was  ? 

Q.  How  long  were  those  lands  to  have  been  held  by  tlie 
State  before  a  certificate  or  a  patent  was  issued  ? 

A.  Well,  the  undstanding  was  at  the  time,  it  should  be  two 
or  three  weeks  before  the  party  would  get  around  that  piarked 
them.  The  land  was  not  for  me — I  was  acting  as  agent  for 
another  party. 

Q.  I  see  in  your  application,  yon  ask  to  hare  tbeni  reserved 
iintil  you  can  ascertain  the  name  of  the  party  that  wanted  to 
buy  it. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  you  know  the  name  of  the  party  at  that  time  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not.    Mr.  Thomas  looked  up  the  lands,  and 
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he  said  lie  was  at  work  for  some  parties  in  Pennaylvania,  and 
they  wanted  the  lauds. 

Q.  Somebody  in  Pennsylvania? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "Well,  sir,  have  you  ever  heard  from  these  parties  io  Penn- 
Bylvania  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  heard  from  them,  bnt  it  was  a  good  while 
after  the  transaction  took  place.  I  think  one  of  them  was 
was  named  Thompson. 

Q.  Then  you  applied  for  those  lands  in  the  interest  of  some- 
body in  Pennsylvania  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  what  he  told  me.  I  don't  know  about  it, 
— Thomas  done  the  business. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  understood  when  jou  made  your 
application  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Allison  having  applied 
for  those  lands  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Don't  know  anything  about  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Have  yon  been  informed  at  the  office  that  he  applied  ? 

A.  Since  this  fracas  came  up  here  I  have  heard  of  it  in  busi- 
ness. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  about  his  having  applied  on  the 
30th  of  April  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  hear  anything  about  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  for  any  Bchool  land  in  township  19 
north,  7  west  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  now  particularly  about  that, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  man  by  the  name  of  John  Chariton  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do.    He  is  a  Canadian,  I  believe, 

Q.  Now,  since  I  have  called  your  attention  to  his  name,  do 
you  remember  making  an  application  at  the  office  for  some 
land  on  section  16,  township  S9  north,  7  west, 

A.  I  think  so. 
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Q.  How  loDg  ago  was  that  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  recollect  now. 

Q.  How  did  you  propose  to  pay  for  those  lands  ? 

A.  "Well,  to  pay  for  them  when  I  was  to  take  them,  hold- 
ing them  in  my  own  name  nntil  he  brought  around  the  money 
to  me.    I  was  not  going  to  run  the  risk,  you  know. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  John  Charlton  ? 

A.  I  think  he  came  here  with  Mr.  Thomas. 

Q.  You  saw  him,  and  made  a  contract  with  him  ? 

A.  Not  particularly  with  him, — with  Thomas. 

Q.  You  made  a  contract  with  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  mostly. 

Q.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Thomas, — a  land-lookor  ? 

A.  I  think  he  is,™yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Thomas  has  been  in  tlie  practice  of  looking  land, 
has  he  not  'f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  you  V 

A.  Not  particularly  for  me, — some  for  me. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  reserve  any  lands  for  him  on  your  eon- 
tracts  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  particularly  for  him. 

Q.  Any  swamp  land? 

A.  Well,  not  particularly. 

Q,  Who  5id  you  for  ? 

A.  For  parties  that  he  said  he  had  worked  for. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  long  you  held  those  lands  upon 
eeetion  16,  in  39  north  17  west? 

A.  I  think  it  was  not  a  great  while, — not  over  ii  month  or 
two ;  I  am  not  certain,  though. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  in  July,  and  the  land  was  patented  the  next 
October  ? 

A.  Well,  it  might  be.     i  think  it  was  in  the  fall. 

Q.  What  did  Charlton  pay  for  that  land  ? 

A,  Well,  he  paid  me  for  what  little  trouble  I  had  been  to, 
that's  all. 
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Q.  Well,  how  much  did  j-ou  get  for  your  trouble  ? 

A.  Well,  I  got  enough  In  satisfy  me;  I  dou't  icmember  just 
how  much  it  was. 

Q,  Well,  was  it  $5  or  $50,  or  $100. 

A.  It  may  have  been  a  hundred;  I  am  not  sure  but  it  was. 

Q.  Yoit  ain't  euro  but  it  was  $100  ? 

A.  I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  get  for  that  that  you  held  on  sectiou 
16,  in  29  north,  4  west  V 

A,  I  didn't  get  much  for  that. 

Q.  Well,  how  much ;  I  don't  know  what  you  call  much  ? 

A.  Well,  no  or  $13  I  guess. 

Q,  Now,  sir,  haven't  you  frequently  had  lauds  reserved  there 
and  held  for  you  in  that  way,  until  you  found  a  chance  to  sell 
the  lands  ? 

A.  No,  air ;  that  is  all. 

Q.  That  never  has  been  done  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  is  it  in  those  other  cases  you  have  just  referred  to  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  understood  they  were  to  take  fchcm ;  I  didn't 
take  them  hap-hazard,  supposing  I  was  going  to  sell  them. 

Q.  Haven't  yon  had  any  otJier  transactions  of  the  same 
kind. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  section  16,  of  township  19 
north,  15  west,  and  ask  you  if  yon  have  not  purchased  land  in 
the  same  way  upon  that  section  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  but  I  may, 

Q.  Well,  I  thought  so.  How  much  did  you  have  held  on 
that  section,  and  how  long  did  you  ha,ve  it  held  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  anything  about  that. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  about  it  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Now  have'nt  j'ou  had  any  other  school  land  held  for  you 
in  the  same  way  ? 

A.  There  may  have  been  some. 
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Q.  How  much  would  you  say '! 

A.  Wei],  I  gaees  not  a  very  large  quantity, 

Q.  Haven't  you  made  frequent  application  during  the  last 
year  and  ii  half  to  the  offlee,  and  deposited  your  check,  and 
have  the  lands  held  for  yon  until  the  lands  were  sold,  and  the 
certificate,  if  it  was  part  payment,  or  the  patent,  if  it  was  full 
payment,  issued  to  the  purchaser  ? 

A.  Not  very  frequently ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  what  do  you  mean  by  not  veiy  frequently,— once  a 
week  or  once  a  month  ? 

A.  Once  a  month,  probably.  I  don't  think  it  would  be  more 
than  that. 

Q.  When  you  made  these  applications  of  once  a  month,  and 
had  lands  held  in  that  way  until  you  could  sell,  was  it  usually 
of  large  amounts, — several  descriptions, — or  of  a  single  descrip- 
tion? 

A.  It  would  vary  sometimes ;  it  would  be  larger  sometimes, 
and  sometimes  less. 

Q.  Do  yon  not  knoiv  that  within  the  last  yeivr  that  on  one 
occasion  you  deposited  your  check  for  over  one  thousand 
acres  of  land,  and  that  your  check  ia  in  the  office  to-day? 

A.  Ko,  sir, 

Q.  Did  you  not  deposit  your  check  for  nearly  one  thousand 
acres  of  swamp  land,  and  it  is  thei-e  now  ? 

A.  It  was  done,  but  my  check  is  not  there  now. 

Q.  The  books  show  that  it  is. 

A.  It  should  not  be. 

Q.  How  is  it  settled  up  ? 

A.  It  is  transferred  to  the  unmatured  contract  that  I  bought 
^I  think  of  Hal!  and  Green — I  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  long  ago  did  yon  take  iip  your  lan{l  ? 

A.  Not  many  days  ago. 

Q.  Since  these  proceedings  commenced,  I  suppose? 

A.  Yesi  sir ;  that  was  done  to  relieve  Obed  Smith. 

Q.  These  lands  you  once  had  reserved  upon  a  genera!  order 
of  Obed  Smith? 
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A.  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  And  then  jou  had  them  held  for  a  time  on  your  individ- 
ual check  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir,  I  gnesa  so. 

Q.  Had  them  transferred  over,  aud  have  them  held  for  you 
on  some  unmatured  scrip  of  Hal!  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  Hall  anything  for  it  ':■ 

A.  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  What  did  you  pay  him  ? 

A.  What  I  agreed  to, 

Q.  Have  you  paid  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  agree  to  pay  it? 

A.  I  was  to  pay  him  so  much  per  cent. 

Q.  When  did  you  agree  to? 

A.  I  agreed  to  pay  it  to  his  agent.    I  didn't  see  him. 

Q.  Mr.  Potter? 

A.  ¥e^  eir. 

Q.  When  he  sold  the  land?,  you  agreed  to  pay  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  paid  so  much  down,  and  iv!icn  lie  gets  the 
work  done  I  shall  pay  the  balance. 

Q.  And  take  np  the  checks  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  ffid  you  ever  buy  any  Agricultural  College  lands? 

A.  "a  little. 

Q.  How  much  do  you  pay  down  on  those  ? 

A.  Mostly  all  down. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  buy  any  and  pay  a  quarter  down  Y 

A,  I  might  have  done  so ;  but  not  much,  I  guess, 

Q.  Are  you  holding  any  Agricultural  College  lands,  for  which 
the  certificate  has  not  been  issued  ? 

A.  No,  eir. 

Q.  No  check  is  deposited  for  anytbing  of  that  kind  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Call  you  state  tho  amount  of  swamp  lands  that  you  now 
have  reserved  ? 

A.  Not  exactly.    No. 
Q.  Well,  can  you  approximate  ? 
A,  Not  far  from  3,000  acres,  I  guess. 

Mr.  McGowan — Do  I  understand  the  witness,  that  his  total 
reservation  is  not  far  from  3,000  acres? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Chair  so  understood  the  wit- 
ness,— swamp  lands. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  any  for  any  otiier  parties  for  whom  you  are 
agent? 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  do. 

Q,  Who  are  the  parties  you  bold  lands  for  as  agent  ? 
A.  There  is  Mr.  Thompson.    I  am  holding  some  yet  for 
him.    Perhaps  I  might  as  well  state   the  reason  why  that 
hogei'ed  along  so. 
Q.  State  the  reason  ■■ 

A.  Well,  he  came  here  last  fjll,  and  told  me  he  had  met 
with  a  big  loss  by  the  fire  in  Chicago ;  he  had  got  short  of 
funds,  and  wanted  me  to  help  him  along  until  spring,— the 
first  of  May, — and  I  told  him  I  would,  and  he  went  away,  and 
the  first  of  May  he  came  down  and  settled  that  all  up. 
Q.  How  long  did  you  hold  that  before  the  Chicago  tire? 
A,  Not  over  two  or  three  months. 
Q.  Have  the  lands  been  patented  yet  V 
A.  No,  sir;  not  all, 

Q.  Yon  are  still  holding  the  lands  for  Thompson  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  How  much  '^ 
A.  I  think  about  1,000  acres. 

Q.  What  pay  or  recompense  do  you  get  wlien  you  hold  land^ 
in  that  way  ? 

A.  Just  as  wo  can  agree.    I  get   enough  to  satisfy  me  by 
making  an  honest  sliiiling  once  in  a  while. 

Q.  AVhat  did  you  receive  by  holding  these  lands  for  Thomp- 
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A.  We  have  not  settled  yet. 

Q.  Did  you  liold  any  lands  for  Mr.  Tliompsou  ? 

A.  No.  Thomas  hadn't  much  means  to  buy  lauds  with  of 
his  own.    He  had  a  little,  not  much  for  him — 

Q.  What  has  been  your  transactions  with  himi' 

A.  Well,  he  has  looked  lands  and  come  in  here  and  said, 
he  wanted  them  for  such  parties,  and  wanted  me  to  help  him 
along  with  them,  and  give  liim  a  little  time  to  get  the  parties 
around. 

Q.  You  have  the  lands  reserved  in  tlie  office  until  he  gets 
around  and  is  able  to  pay  for  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  until  his  men  come  around. 

Q.  In  this  ease,  where  you  hold  1,000  acres  for  Thompson, 
you  are  holding  them  until  Thompson  comes  around  with  the 
money  for  the  land  and  pays  you  for  your  trouble  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  Mr.  A  comes  around  and  wants  to  buy  this  laud  you 
hold  for  Thompson  he  could  not  get  them  ? 

A.  Not  unless  the  Commissioner  would  let  him  have  them. 

Q,  Isn't  that  the  object  in  holding  them,  so  they  cannot  be 
sold  to  any  one  else  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  of  course. 

Q.  Then  when  you  enter  into  this  arrangement— when  these 
different  parties  come  to  you  and  say,  I  have  different  parcels 
of  land,  but  am  not  able  to  buy  them  now,  and  want  you  to 
hold  them  for  them — they  do  that  to  keep  other  parties  from 
purchasing  them? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  effect  of  that  is  to  keep  the  lands  out  of  the 
market  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  it  is.  The^land  has  to  be  sold  sooner 
or  later.    The  State  won't  be  cheated  any, 

Q,  When  1,000  acres  is  reserved,  as  this  for  Mr.  Thompson, 
and  held  along  indefinitely,  it  has  a  tendency  to  prevent  their 
being  sold  to  other  parties? 

A.  I  suppose  it  does. 
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Q.  Is  there  any  oue  else  besides  Thomas  sinil  Thompson 
that  jou  hold  land  for  in  that  way  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  am  aware  of  now. 

A.  Is  there  any  one  else  that  yon  hold  lands  for,  that  you 
are  not  holding  lands  for  now  ? 

A,  Oh,  yes, 

Q.  Name  some  of  them  ? 

A.  There  ure  different  parties:  I  don't  remember  who  they 
are  now. 

Q,  Name  the  one  that  yon  have  held  the  most  for  in  that 
way? 

A,  1  think  these  Pennsylvania  folks  are  the  mosf. 

Q.  "Will you  give  me  the  name  of  that  firm? 

A.  John  Patton  bongbt  some  lands  here  last  spring. 

Q.  What  amount  did  jon  hold  for  him  ? 

A.  I  did  not  hold  them  for  him  very  long.  They  were 
lands  that  were  looked  up  and  immediately  purchased.  They 
were  not  held  as  long  as  the  others. 

Q.  How  long  were  they  held  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  Sis  months? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

Q,  Three  months  ? 

A.  I  think  not, 

Q.  Is  there  any  one  else  beside  Patton  V 

A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  You  never  held  land  for  any  one  elsfe  excepting  Thomas, 
Thompson,  and  John  Patton  ? 

A.  And  others  I  don't  retaember  their  names  now, 

Q.  How  many  others  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember;  there  are  a  good  many.  I  do  an 
agency  business.  People  write  to  me  to  purchase  lands  for 
them,  they  send  the  money  and  use  it  in  buying  lands,  and 
I  have  bought  them,  and  my  books  are  full. 

Q.  You  come  into  the  office  and  have  them  reserved  for 
you  whenever  you  have  a  mind  to. 
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A.  I  don't  unless  I  have  a  right  to  do  bo,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion  ? 

A.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  opinion  hetween  you  and  mc. 

Q.  How  long,  generally,  after  you  have  rcservod  these  lands 
for  these  other  parties,  is  it  before  the  lands  are  pittentcd  ? 
What  would  be  the  average  time  they  avo  held  ? 

A.  Perhaps  a  month  or  two. 

Q.  Have  you  not  had  lands  held  for  you  two  or  three  years  ? 

A.  Not  many, 

Q.  Have  jou  not  had  lands  held  for  yon  two  or  three  years  V 

A,  There  may  be  a  few  lands  laying  around  that  way. 

Q.  Have  yon  not  had  a  gi-eat  many  descriptions  held  inthat 
way  y 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  a  great  many. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  from  your  book  ? 

A.  Tea,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  send  down  and  have  it  bronght  up  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  thiuk  I  could.  I  don't  keep  any  accounte 
myself, — they  arc  kept  in  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  The  book  is  in  the  Land  Office? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  wish  to  call  your  atfcution  to  the  8.  ^  N.  E.  i  and  N. 
W.  i  of  N.  E.  i  see.  13,— T.  13  N.,  10  W. ;  and  ask  you  if  you 
ever  owned  those  descriptions:  being  land  now  owned  by 
James  T.  Munroc  ? 

A,  No.  There  was  some  transactions  of  that  kind, — 1 
took  np  some  land  there,  and  I  guess  thei-e  was  no  patent 
issued  to  me,  and  I  took  his  certificate;  and  afterwards  his 
patent  came  to  me,  and  he  wanted  me  to  certify  the  certificate. 

By  Mr.  McGowan  r 

Question.  Who? 

Answer.  I  don't  kno«  who  it  was,  itnd  I  assigned  it. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  that  Barnard  sold,  that 
yon  was  inteiTogated  about  before  the  investigating  committee, 
and  ask  you  whether  that  was  a  piece  of  land  yon  reserved, 
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A,  There  was  apiece  mixed  up  between  me  and  Edmuncl  Hal! 
some  way,  I  don't  remember  now  how,  and  the  certificate  was 
issaed  in  my  name,  and  tliat  I  assigned  to  Munroc. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  you  never  paid  auytliiug,  in  scrii)  or 
money,  for  the  lands  that  I  have  called  yonr  attention  to  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  think  I  paid  for  them. 

Q.  "You  paid  for  that  in  Saginaw  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  guess  I  paid  for  them,  and  then  the  mone/ 
was  paid  hack  to  me,  but  I  am  not  certain. 

By  Mr.  Slanager  Grosvenor: 

Question.  Have  you  not  lands  reserved  on  the  Bafchay  con- 
tract now  'i 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  amount? 

A.  I  guess  nearly  to  the  amount  I  had. 

Q,  Yon  now  hold  them  under  that  reservation  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  amount  of  hiiidi  have  yoii  had  reserved  on  that  in 
all? 

A.  I  should  think  it  was  well  on  towards  4,000  acres. 

Q.  About  4,000  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  full  amount  of  the  contract  V 

A.  I  don't  remember  the  full  amount. 

Q.  Ai'e  those  lands  held  for  yourself? 

A.  Some  of  tbeni. 

Q.  For  whom  are  the  others  heldV 

A.  I  don't  remember  who  the  parties  are. 

Q.  Thisis  the  contractthatia  assigned  to  Mr.  Kmith,  is'ntit? 

A,  Yes,  sij'. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  those  reservations  ? 

A.  Some  time  last  fall,  I  guess. 

Q.  Have  you  not  made  any  this  last  winter  or  spring  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  some. 

Q.  Any  considerable  amount  ? 

A.  No,  not  any  very  large  amoniit. 
00 
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(J,  You  still  have  that  order  on  Batliay  ? 

^V.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Uncanceled  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  lire  nsing  it  whenever  you  desire  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  don't  use  it  any  more,  for  Stnitli  says  he  has 
not  got  any  more  room  in  it  to  hold  any  more.  He  has  need 
it  up. 

Q.  Is  it  overloaded  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Qnestiou.  I  want  to  call  yourattention  to  thisorderhere.  I 
believe  it  is  part  oJ"  the  description  I  read.  It  is  au  order 
from  Edmund  Hall  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  Laud  Office. 

Answer.  That  is  so,  according  to  tliat  letter. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  Mr.  Hall  for  this? 

A.  Yes.    He  and  I  made  the  trade. 

Q.  What  wae  the  trade  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now ;  he  has  hwl  land  mised  in  where 
mine  was,  and  we  have  traded. 

Q.  You  and  Mr.  Hall  made  a  trade  and  yon  applied  to  Mr. 
Potter  and  got  him  to  draw  this  order  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  are  certain  of  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  will  not  swear  that  you  applied  to  him  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  don't  know  whether  you  paid  for  this  land  to 
the  State  or  not,  that  waa  sold  to  Mr.  Munroe,  or  whether  it 
was  applied  on  Mr/Hall's  scrip  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  just  said,  iu  answer  to  the  Colonel,  that  you  had 
reserved  land  this  spring,  but  not  much.  Can  yon  state  some- 
where near  the  amount  that  yon  have  reserved  ? 

A.  It  would  be  less  than  a  thousand  acres. 
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Q.  Was  that  during  the  spring  or  winter  ? 

A.  I  thinli  it  was  in  the  winter. 

Q,  For  whom  did  you  reBer\'e  those. 

A,  Some  for  a  man  named  Elsemore  ? 

Q.  AVhere  does  he  live  ? 

A.  Saginaw. 

Q.  They  were  reserved  on  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  They  were, — they  are  not  now. 

Q.  At  the  time  yon  reserved  them  in  the  winter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 

Question.  I  noticed  you  used  an  expression  which  I  do  not 
understand, — which  may  be  familiar  to  you.  Yon  speak  of 
"assigning  certificate."    What  do  you  mean  by  that? 

Answer.  I  will  ieW  you.  A  certificate  for  land  may  be  issued 
and  a  man  may  hold  it  as  long  as  he  has  a  mind  to.  If  he  is  sat- 
isfied with  it,  without  getting  a  patent,  that  certificate  may  be 
assigned.  We  have  blank  certificates  that  we  assign.  We 
assign  that  certificate  to  a  party  in  blank,  and  it  passes  from 
one  to  another;  they  trade  it  for  horses,  and  all  such  things; 
but  the  last  man  that  has  it,  when  he  wants  to  get  a  patent, 
takes  it  to  the  office  and  has  the  name  of  the  man  to  whom  it 
is  assigned  pat  in,  and  gets  a  patent. 

Q.  Is  the  person  to  whom  the  certificate  is  originally  given 
or  the  assignee,  obliged  f  o  take  the  land  ?  Is  it  considered  a 
sale  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  is. 

Q.  There  are  some  advantages,  then,  in  having  a  certificate 
over  having  a  patent  ? 

A.  It  saves  a  little  cost  in  making  out  the  deed. 

Q.  Does  it  not  save  some  taxes? 

A.  No,  sir.  It  is  taxable,  because  the  CommiBsioner  of  the 
Land  Office  sends  out  to  the  county  treasurer  all  the  lands 
sold  on  the  books,  whether  on  certificate  or  patent. 

Q.  These  lands  must  be  paid  forbefore  the  certificate  issues? 

A.  Certainly. 
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(J.  Can  you  tell  me  how  it  was  that  in  1870  you  had  a  cer- 
tificate canceled  for  2,18"  acres  of  land  which  yon  had  a  certifi- 
cate for.  I  would  like  to  have  you  explain  it  iu  connection 
with  that,  so  that  I  can  undersfcanil  it, 

A.  When  was  that  done  ? 

Q.  That  was  done  in  April,  1870.    Can  yon  explain  if,  ? 

A.  That  was  done  by  the  action  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office  at  that  time.    It  must  have  heen  a  mistake. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  there  ia  any  kink  by  which  a 
sale  can  be  canceled  arid  lands  revert  to  the  State,  and  you 
get  the  money  back? 

A,  Ko,  sii ;  unless  it  is  tioiie  by  a  mistiikc.  Tlie  OoDimis' 
aioner  of  the  Land  Office  has  a  right  to  cancel  certificates 
issued  by  mistake.    That  is  the  only  reason. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  transaction  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  taking  a  certificate  I'or  'i.lSO  acres 
in  town  12  N.,  C  E.  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  now. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  that  bo  that  I  can  understand  it  ? 

A.  It  was  entered  by  mistake,     I  did  not  order  the  land. 

Q.  Yon  had  tlic  certificate  ? 

A.  I  had. 

Q.  But  had  not  paid  for  tJie  land? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  paid  for  the  land.  They  paid  nie  back  tiie 
scrip. 

Q,  How  did  you  trade  back  ? 

A.  They  took  the  land  back,  and  gave  me  back  the  scrip. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  what  that  mistake  was,  or  how  it  could 
occiir? 

A.  It  was  no  mistake  of  mine.  I  did  not  order  the  laud, 
and  did  not  want  it,  and  did  not  have  it. 

Q,  You  had  made  the  selection  of  the  land  'i 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  had  made  the  application  for  the  land  '< 

A.  I  think  this  Alhson  had  something  to  do  with  it. 
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Q,  Had  you  not  made  an  application  for  tlio  land,  and 
deposited  eerip  for  it? 

A.  It  was  made  by  mistake. 

Q.  You  had  made  the  application  and  deposited  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  carried  the  ceitificatee,  did  you  not  ? 

A.  I  had  the  certificates. 

Q.  You  carried  them  from  January,  1869,  to  April,  1870 
when  they  were  canceled  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir- 

Q.  How  came  you  to  take  those  certificates,  if  they  were 
made  up  by  mistake  ? 

A.  There  were  a  good  many  things  done  at  that  time,  and  1 
did  not  discover  it  until  after  that  a  long  time.  I  don't  know 
how  much  it  was. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — How  far  is  this  proceeding  to  go  in 
1870? 

Mr.  Manager  G-rosvenor — We  think  wo  will  be  ah!e  to  con- 
nect it  witii  the  present  administration.  AVe  hope  to.  We  do 
not  like  to  tell  how, 

Mr,  Shipman — We  hope  you  will  not.  If  they  connect  it 
we  have  nothing  to  say.    We  would  like  to  know  how. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— We  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  present  the  testimony.  Though  it  may  seem  to  be  dis- 
connected, we  have  to  concentrate  the  testimony,  coming  as  it 
does  from  different  quarters.  Sometimes  when  we  think  we 
are  on  the  tract,  we  find  ourselves  switched  off,  particularly 
when  certain  parties  know  in  what  direction  oitr  testimony  is 
drifting. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Manager  will  proceed. 

Question.  Can  yon  tell  why  it  was  you  asked  to  have  those 
patents  canceled  ? 

Answered.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  it  not  because  there  had  been  a  very  heavy  tax  upon 
(he  land,  including  ditch  taxes,  and  they  had  been  returned 
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for  those  taxes ;  waait  not  to  get  rid  of  fliat  tax  that  you 
asted  to  haye  them  canceled,  and  get  your  money  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  no  such  thing. 

Q.  Was  it  not  true  that  these  lands  was  heavily  taxed? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  they  were  taxed  at  all. 

Q.  I  will  ask  you  whether  you  had^any  talk  witli  Edmonds 
about  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  any  talk  with  Edmonds,  in  March 
1871. 

A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Or  during  the  regular  session  of  the  Legislature  of  1871  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  remfimber  ever  saying  a  word  to  him 
about  it. 

Q.  Or  with  any  of  his  clerks  in  his  office  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  not  remember  now  any  reason  why  you  wanted 
those  sales  canceled  ? 

A.  No  such  reason  as  that. 

Q.  I  have  been  trying  to  refresh  your  memory ;  now  see  if 
you  can  find  a  reason  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  now. 

Q.  It  is  so  trifling  a  matter,  you  cannot  remember '? 

A.  I  know  it  was  not  an  account  of  any  taxes. 

Q.  Yon  got  rid  of  2,181  acres  of  land,  and  got  your  money 
back? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  After  it  ha^l  been  in  the  hands  of  the  State  a  your  or 
more? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  can  you  not  remember  so  trifling  an  oceiirreiice  as 
that,— the  cause  of  it? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  that  money  over  by  mistake  V 

A.  It  must  have  been  or  I  would  not  have  done  it. 
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Q,  I  will  ast  you  whetlit^r  yovi  have  carried  uny  certificatjs 
since? 

A.  I  have  certii:cates, 

Q.  Of  that  same  character  ? 

A.  Ko. 

Q.  How  do  they  vary  from  thia '? 

A.  They  arc  the  eame  kind  of  certificates,  of  course. 

Q.  AVhat  amount  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know, — live  or  six  liuiidred  acres,  I  should  think. 

Q.  By  whom  issued? 

A.  Some  are  issued  under  former  administrations,  nod  some 
of  thia  administration. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  twke  patents  for  them  ? 

A.y  do  not  want  to. 

Q.  Why? 

A.  Beeanse  it  id  Iiandicr  to  take  a  certificate  than  take  a 
deed ;  you  do  not  have  to  go  and  get  your  wife  to  sign  a  deed. 
Yon  can  pass  them  from  one  to  another  easier. 

Q.  Cannot  you  turn  them  back  to  the  State  better  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that  I  can. 

Q,  I  ask  you  whether  it  lias  not  been  your  practice  to  cover 
lands  for  other  people,  in  the  manner  you  have  stated,  to  the 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Robinson,  your  eon-in-law  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  a  bit  of  it  ? 

Q.  He  has  not  had  any  knowledge  of  vonr  practice  in  that 
regard? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  him  ' 

A.  About  two  years,  1  guess, 

Q.  Have  not  many  of  these  transactions  with  the  otUco  been 
through  him  as  a  clerk? 

A,  Yes,  sir.  I  have  frequently  had  leUors  come  to  nic,  and 
it  may  have  been  I  handed  them  to  him  and  told  him  to  look 
them  np ;  told  him  to  see  how  they  are  and  give  me  the  a,nawers, 
and  I  answered  my  correspondence.  That  is  the  way  I  do  that. 
It  is  easier  for  me  than  to  he  looking  after  them  myself. 
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Q,  Yoii  havi;  reaeryett  some  land  for  Mr.  Th»mas  at  his 
request  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Within  the  last  year  and  a  half  or  two  years  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  has  paid  you  something:  for  thut,  has  n't  he  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  n't  he  pay  you  something  a  day  or  two  ago  for 
reserving  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Three  or  four  "  forties.'' 

A.  Yes,  sir.. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  liow  much  ? 

A.  I  stated  that  to  Mr.  Iluston,— ten  or  twelve  dollars  1 
guess. 

Q.  That  waa  one  case,  i  did  n't  understand  that  that 
applied  to  Mr.  Thomas.  Had  n't  Mr.  Thomas  paid  you  before 
that? 

A.  Oh,  it  was  some  time  ago. 

Q.  Well,  during  the  lastyeari' 

A.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  he  has  paid  me  some. 

Q,  How  much  has  Mr.  Thomas  paid  yon  for  holding  lauds 
in  that  way  for  him  during  the  year  1871  and  np  to  now  ? 

A..  I  could  not  gay. 

Q.  $100? 

A,  It  ain't  heen  a  very  large  amount. 

Q.  Can  you  make  an  estimate  that  would  approximate  I-" 

A.  Maybe  $100  and  maybe  $200. 

Q.  Now,  did  n't  yon  deposit  your  check  there  for  him  for 
$200  last  July. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  it  remained  here  until  this  trial  began  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Now,  what  did  he  pay  you  for  the  use  of  that  money  ? 

A,  Well,  that  is  what  I  just  stated, — a  small  amount. 
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Q.  That  is  the  same  thing  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  On  whose  contract  did  you  hold  it  ? 

A.  That  was  school  land. 

Q.  That  is  reserved  by  the  check  ? 

A,  By  the  cheet ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  done  much  of  that  kind  of  business  ? 

A,  A  little;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  With  checks? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  What  amount  of  checks  are  in  that  office  now, — your 
checks  ? 

A.  I  don't  know ;  I  guess  not  much. 

Q.  How  ? 

A,  Not  a  great  deal,  I  guess. 

Q.  When  did  you  take  them  up  'f 

A.  Well,  I  have  taken  them  np  along  as  I  got  to  them. 

Q,  Haven't  you  taken  up  qnite  an  amount  since  this  trial 
began? 

A.  Well,  I  took  np  one  or  two, — yea. 

Q.  Have  n't  you  taken  up  one  of  $1,000  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  take  that  up  ? 

A.  Well,  that  ivas  fixed  up  yesterday  or  to-day. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  fix  it  up  yesterday  or  to-day  ? 

A.  Well,  I  thought  it  was  better  to  do  it. 

Q.  At  whose  request  did  you  do  that  ? 

A,  At  my  own. 

Q.  Yonr  own  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  lands? 

A.  Oh,  the  land  is  all  right  ? 

Q.  Who  got  the  lands  ? 

A.  They  are  mine, — I  keep  them  yet. 

Q.  You  have  got  them  reserved  now  again,  have  n't  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 
97 
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Q.  In  another  form  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Took  your  check  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whose  contract  are  they  under  now  ? 

A.  Mr.  Hall  and  Upton. 

Q.  Have  you  got  a  right  to  use  that  ? 

A.  Yea,  gir. 

Q.  Assigned  to  you  y 

A.  No,  I  have  not ;  hut  through  tlieir  agent. 

Q.  Who  is  their  agent  ? 

A.  Mr.  Potter. 

Q.  When  did  you  get  permission  ? 

A.  Yesterday, — or  to  day,  I  guess. 

Q.  Got  it  to-day? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whydidn'tyoii  applyto  Mr. Hall,— you  know  him, don't 
yon  ? 

A.  Very  well. 

Q.  Know  Mr.  Hall  has  been  liore  a  couple  of  days  ? 

A.  Not  Edmund  Hiiii,-Stcphen  C.  Hall. 

Q.  It  IB  another  Hall  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  la  this  Mr.  Potter  the  agent  also  of  this  other  Hall  ? 

A.  I  guess  he  is,  somewhat, — yes,  sir. 

Q.  Agent  for  the  Hail  family  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  it  appears  so, 

Q.  Have  you  ever  "  covered  "  any  land  for  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A-  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  sold  him  uny  of  your  '■  covers," — lands 
that  were  "  covered  "  by  yon  ? 

A.  No,  I  guess  not. 

Q.  Never  assigned  him  any  ecrtiticate  ? 

A.  Never  knew  any  transaction  except  the  Munroe  matter. 
I  don't  know  how  that  come  about  hardly. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston  [showing  witness  a  book]  : 
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QuesfcioD.  Tliere  is  that  one-half  section  of  32  N.  5  W.,— 
school  Bection, — that  I  did  not  call  your  attention  to.  What 
do  jon  know  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — What  is  the  description  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— It  is  the  W.  |  of  sec.  16,  32  Is.  5  W. 

Witness — Well,  that  is  in  that  Thomas  claim, — Charlton. 
That  was  not  for  me  or  any  of  my  relations. 

Q.  I  called  your  attention  to  some  in  29  north.  Then  that 
is  another  one-half  section  that  yoti  didn't  testify  to  before  ? 

A.  Not  at  all,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  what  did  you  get  ?  How  much  did  yon  get  for 
that? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  got  anything.  That  was  bought  right 
off.    It  was  not  held  a  minute. 

Q.  You  held  it  by  your  check  ? 

A.  Not  long. 

Q.  Didn't  you,  until  it  was  sold  to  Charlton  ? 

A.  Not  more  than  a  day  or  two,  I  guess. 

Q.  Well,  how  can  you  teU  that  ? 

A.  Well,  1  can't  tell, — well,  it  was  about  a  month,  I  gaess. 

Q.  Think  it  was  about  a  month ;  was'nt  it  longer  than  that  ? 

A.  I  guess  not. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  rae  how  long  you  held  that  [  pointing  to 
description  on  book], — this  is  the  same  that  T  called  your 
attention  to  first  ? 

A.  I  don't  recollect  how  long. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  you  sold  that  to  ? 

A,  Well,  these  parties  that  Thomas  was  dealing  with. 

Q.  That  Thomas  was  dealing  with  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  seems  that  this  was  conveyed  to  Carpenter.  Is  he  one 
of  the  men  that  Thomas  is  dealing  with  ? 

A.  Oh,  that  is  that  "forty"  ?  Oh  yes,  I  remember  now,  that  is 
the  "forty"  that  Mr.  Briggs  got, — the  balance  of  the  section. 

Q.  How  mach  did  yon  get  for  that  "forty  ?" 

A.  I  didn't  get  anything. 
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Q.  Didn't  get  anything, — didn't  make  anything  on  tliafc '! 

A.  No,  sir,  not  a  cent.  Briggs  wanted  me  to  buy  it  for 
him. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston— IF  there  is  no  objection,  I  would  like 
to  have  the  Conrt  see  how  this  book  ia  kept,  and  perhaps  they 
will  have  &  batter  understanding  of  it. 

[The  book  was  here  exhibited  to  the  Senators.] 

Q,  You  say  you  arc  a  banker  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  a  firm,  William  A.  Barnard  &  Oo.,  that  do  busi- 
ness with  you  ? 

A.  There  is  such  a  name  on  the  books,- — yes,  sir. 

Q.  Deposits? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Who  composes  the  firm  of  Wm.  A.  Barnard  &  Go. 

A.  The  "Co."? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  as  anybody. 

Q.  You  don't  know  as  anybody  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  are  dealiug  with  a  firm  that  you  do  uot  know 
that  exists  ? 

A.  Well,  there  is  ii  great  many  stich  things;  didn't  you 
know  it  ? 

The  Presiding  Ofiicer — The  witness  ivill  iinswer  tha  ques- 
tion. 

Q.  Do  you  say  there  is  no  such  firm  ? 

A.  It  was  fixed  in  that  way.  I  will  tell  you.  F  will  explain 
it  to  you. 

Q.  Answer  my  question,  if  you  please.  Do  yon  pretend  to 
say  that  there  is  no  such  firm  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  pretend  to  say  that  you  do  not  know  who  "  Wil- 
liam A.  Barnard  &  Oo,"  represents  upon  yoar  books  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Yon  say  you  don't  know  ? 

A.  Don't  know. 

Q.  Don't  know  ivlio  is  meant  !>y  it  ^ 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Vfm.  A.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  is  one  of  the  persons  intended 
hy  that  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  iinything  about  who  the  "Co."  h  'i 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  understand  lag  with  regai-d  to  it? 

A.  No ;  it  was  on  account — 

Q.  Now,  if  yon  want  to  explain,  go  on  and  state  what  you 
know  about  it  ? 

A.  AVell,  Barnard  lias  an  account,  and  he  wanted  to  open  an 
account  in  the  scrip  dicker,  and  he  wanted  to  open  it  so  as  to 
teep  it  separate  from  his  own  individual  account,  so  I — 

Q.  Why  did  he  want  to  keep  it  separate  from  his  own 
accoiint,  if  he  was  the  only  person  interested  in  it  ? 

A.  That  I  don't  know.  I  told  him  to  do  it  in  this  way.  T 
could  keep  it  correct. 

The  Presiding  Officer — It  is  now  four  o'clock.  The  Senate, 
sitting  as  a'  Court  of  Impeachment,  is  adjoumod  until  to- 
morrow moraing,  at  9  o'clock. 
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Lansing,  Friday,  May  10, 1S72. 

The  Seaate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pTO  tern. 

The  Sergeanfc-at-Arma  made  the  usnai  proclamation. 

KoU  called .-  quorum  present. 

Absent  without  leave :  Senator  Sheley. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Honorable  Managers  will  pro- 
ceed ivith  the  evidence  in  support  of  their  articles  of  impeach- 
ment.   Senators  \rill  please  give  their  attention. 

Mr.  Wheeler— Mr.  President,  Senator  Stoddard  desires  leave 
of  absence  on  account  of  siekness  in  his  family.  He  has  just 
received  a  telegram  that  iiis  boy  is  worse. 

Leave  was  granted. 

CYEtS   HEWITT,    RECALLED. 

Examined  by  Mr,  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Did  you  bring  up  your  applications,  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     [Handing  papers  to  Manager,] 

Q.  Are  those  all  the  applications  you  made  in  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  believe  so. 

Q.  "When  we  adjourned  last  night  we  were  talking  about 
who  composed  the  firm  of  Wm.  A,  Barnard  &  Co.,  and  you 
were  just  going  to  explain  what  you  knew  about  it.  Will  you 
now  explain  ? 

A.  Well,  Mr.  Barnard  came  to  me  and  said  he  wanted  me 
either  to  buy  some  scrip  for  him  or  he  buy  himself,  and  to 
make  an  arrangement  with  me  to  keep  au  account  on  the 
book;  and  he  had  an  account  before  that  of  his  ow"n,  and 
asked  me  how  to  keep  it,  and  I  told  him  to  put  it  Wm.  A, 
Barnard  &  Co., — ^that  would  distinguish  it  from  the  other 
accoiint ;  and  so  he  consented  to  it,  and  went  on  and  opened 
the  account  in  that  way. 

Q.  Why  did  ho  want  to  distinguish  it  from  his  other 
account  ? 

A.  I  don't  know;  he  did  not  sav. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOOBEDINGS  OP  THE  COURT.  776 

Q,  Then  yon  don't  know  anything  about  it  any  further  than 
that? 

A.  He  did  not  make  any  remarks  why  he  wanted  it. 

Q.  Don't  you  know  as  matter  of  fact  that  Wm.  A.  Barnai-d 
&  Co.  represents  Wm.  A.  Barnard  and  Charles  A.  Edmonds  ? 

A.  Well,  I  only  know  it  from  guess;  they  never  said  any- 
thing to  me  abont  it,  either  one. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  to  save  time  on  that  point, 
there  is  no  dispute  about  it;  the  ''Oo."  was  Charles  A. 
Edmonds. 

Q.  Where  are  your  accounts  of  reservations  that  you  made 
for  other  parties  kept  ? 

A.  Kept  in  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  Who  keeps  them 't 

A.  Tiie  chief  clerk  or  Deputy,— the  chief  clerk,  I  tbiuk. 

Q.  Who  do  you  pay  for  those  reserves  ? 

A.  I  do  not  pay  anything, 

Q.  Who  drew  the  checks  when  you  reserved  the  lands  ? 

A,  I  think  I  did,  some  of  them,  and  perhaps  some  other 
parties  did,  I  do  not  remember  now.  I  think  I  drew  most  of 
them ;  I  might  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  buy  any  land  upon  credit  in  the  office. 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  reserved  the  school  land 
on  several  sections  that  I  called  your  attention  to  yesterday, 
for  Mr.  Charlton.  Will  you  look  at  that  order  and  see  whether 
it  is  your  handwriting  or  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  tbat  is  my  handwriting. 

Q.  That  is  the  order  that  you  made  when  you  wanted  the 
patents  issued  to  Mr.  Charlton  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

[Paper  admitted  in  evidence.] 

"  Lansing,  October  13,  187J. 
' '  Commmioner  Slate  Land  OJfice  ; 

"PleaseallowJohn  Charlton  to  receive  a  certificate  for  section 
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16,  town  29  N.,  range  7  W.,  .tiid  town  29  N..  range  i  \\„  whieli 
land  is  now  held  by  nic.  I'rnly, 

"CYRUS  HEWITT." 

Q.  You  Bay  you  never  iiurchaaod  any  land  upon  credit.  A¥il! 
you  look  at  tliat  order?  [Presents  a  paper  to  tiic  witripss.] 

A.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Q.'  That,  you  did  not  pay  for  at  the  time  ? 

A.  Not  at  the  time.    I  reserved  it  on  my  road  contract. 

Q.  You  did  not,  at  the  time  yon  directed  it  to  be  patented. 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  is  yonr  handwriting :  '•  Please  patent  the  above  landa 
and  I  will  pay  the  same."  Did  you  pay  it  then,  or  some  time 
afterwai-ds  ? 

A.  I  paid  it  then. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  V 

A.  October  21st,  1871. 

{Presents  another  paper  to  the  witness.] 

Witness — That  is  in  the  same  condition  ? 

Q.  Why  did  you  say,  "I  will  pay  for  the  same,"  if  you 
intended  to  pay  for  it  at  the  time  when  you  made  your  appli- 
cation ? 

A.  I  meant  just  as  I  said,— that  I  would  take  up  my  check  1 
had  given  heretofore,  and  pay  it  into  the  Treasury. 

Q.  Your  check  was  on  file  in  this  case  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — The  second  order  is  October  7th. 
1871 ;  the  first  covers  480  acres,  and  the  second  1,080  acres. 

Q.  This,  where  it  saya,  "Please  pay  to  the  bearer  and 
charge  to  my  account,"  what  does  that  refer  to,— a  scrip 
account  that  yon  had  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  way  you  explain  those, — yoit  took  your  check 
there,  and  you  would  take  u])  the  check  and  pay  the  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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(-1.  Wiis  iL  a  general  check  you  paid  out  there,  or  Wiis  tlieri' 
it  check  filed  in  each  irartieular  ease  ? 

A.  Each  particular  case. 

(J.  Have  you  got  tliose  cheeks  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  tliink  I  have. 

Q.  Check  for  the  lands  in  33  N".  3  W.,  that  you  yiiid  fof  on 
'the  first  day  of  May, — have  yon  got  that  eheck  yet  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

Q.  You  could  not  produce  that  eheek  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  that  was  a  private  matter  oi' my  own  ;  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  book. 

Q.  Does  Mr.  Robinson  have  a  bank  account,  in  your  bank  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

(i.  Mr.  Van  Dunham  V 

A,  I  think  he  has. 

q.  Mr.  (.'larke  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  ho  has. 

Q,  Any  of  the  other  clerks  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Griswold  has. 

Q.  Can  yon  state  what  the  amount  of  Mr.  Van  Dtuihani's 
Ijank  account  is  ? 

[Mr.  Shipman  objects,  and  the  question  is  withdrawn.] 

Question.  Here  is  au  order  for  330  acres  of  land,  dated  the 
-i3d  of  October,  1871 ;  what  was  that  land  reserved  npon  ? 

Answer.  I  guess  that  was  reserved  on  tlie  Bathay  contract. 

Q,  That  was  after  the  Batiiay  contract  was  ivssigned? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  You  had  no  other  unmatui-el  scrip,  as  you  term  it  ? 

A.  Not  at  that  time.    I  had  heretofore,  but  not  then. 

The  order  is  as  follows : 

LanSin«,  September  33d,  1871. 

"  S.  i  S.  E.  i-  sec.  33,  10  N.,  1  W.    S.  i  S.  W.  i  see.  32, 10  N. 
IW.    W.iof  S.E.isec.  20,  13N.,4W.    W.  ^  of  H,  E.  ^  sec. 
l36,  13  N.,  4  W. 
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"  CammisaioTier  of  Slate  Zand  O^ce  .■ 

"Please  reserve  the  above  land,  on  account  of  my  unmatured 
swamp  land  road  contracts,  and  oblige. 

"CYRUS  HEWITT. 

"  Proofs  of  non- settlement  and  abandonment  filed." 

Question,  Why  was  it,  if  you  reserved  it  on  the  Bathay  eon- 
tract,  that  you  state  in  here,  "on  mj/ contract ? "  There  isno 
reference  to  the  Bathay  contract  there,  at  all. 

Answer.  I  intended  it  should  be.  It  may  have  been  an  over- 
sight in  me. 

Q.  You  had  uo  other  contract  there,  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Ko. 

Q.  Whose  handwriting  is  that  paper,  with  the  exception  of 
the  date  and  signature? 

A.  It  looks  like  Chas.  W-  Butlei-'s  writiiig. 

Q.  That  date  is  yours? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  signature  is  yonrs  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  only  writing  there  that  is  yours? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  description  is  Butler's,  but  whose  handwriting  is  the 
order  ? 

A,  That  ismiiK'. 

Q.  It  is? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  mine, 

Q.  Then  it  is  all  yours  except  the  description  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  those  descriptions  ? 

A.  I  think  from  Mr.  Butler, 

Q.  Where  is  the  order  for  the  laud  that  you  reserved  last 
winter, — swamp  land  ?  You  said  in  your  testimony  that  yon 
reserved,  last  winter  or  this  spring,  about  1,000  acres  ? 

A.  That  was  last  summer.  I  have  not  reserved  much  this 
winter. 
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By  Mr.  Manager  Grosyeiior : 

Question.  Will  yoii  look  upon  that  paper  and  say  whose 
handwriting  it  is  ? 

Answer.  Mine. 

Q.  To  whom  was  that  addressed  ? 

A,  That  should  have  heen  addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of 
the  State  Land  Office;  hut  there  don't  appear  to  he  any  ad- 
dress there, 

Q.  To  whom  was  it  delivered  ? 

A.  Delivered  in  the  office  to  some  one,— I  don't  remember 
exactly  whom. 

Q.  Can  yon  rememher  whether  that  was  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner,  officially,  or  an  order  to  one  of  his  clerks? 

A,  No,  sir.  I  endeavored  to  address  all  my  communications 
with  the  Commissioner,  officially,  hut  that  seems  to  he  left  out. 

Q.  Look  the  paper  over,  and  see  if  you  can  call  to  mind 
npon  what  occasion  you  made  that. 

A.  I  cannot.  That  filing  is  not  mine ;  it  is  the  filing  of  the 
cTerk.    I  cannot  remember. 

[  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  above  referred  to :  ] 
"  Lansinq,  Aug.  18, 1871. 

"  Please  reserve  the  N.  E.  i  of  N.  W.  i  of  Sec.  26,  Town  10 
¥.,  E.  2  East,  and  oblige 

■^  CYRUS  HEWITT." 

Q.  Will  you  look  upon  that  and  say  whose  handwriting 
that  is  ? 

A.  Mine. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  where  you  got  those  descriptions  ? 

A.  It  strikes  me,  from  Mr.  Alderman. 

Q.  You  remember  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  think  I  do. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  about  this  paper  that  makes  you  re- 
member ? 

A.  No,  there  is  nothing  about  the  description.  That  land 
appears  to  be  patented  now. 
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[The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  ahoTC  referred  to:] 
'■'  Lansing,  Aug.  2d,  1871. 
'■  Com.  Btate  Land  Ogiee: 

■'  Please  reserve  on  my,  the  Buthay  oitler,  S.  W.  i  of  N.  W.  -| 
Sec.  3, 1. 19  N.,  K.  5  W.;  S.  E.  J  of  S.  "W".  i  See.  2,  T.  19  N.,  K. 
5  W.;  N".  W.  i  of  N.  W.  i  Sec.  H,  T.  19  Is.,  E.  5. 

"CYRUS  HEWITT.- 

Mr.  Manager  (Jrosvenor — We  offer  the  papers  jnst  read,  in 
evidence. 

Qaeatioii.  Whose  handwriting  is  tliat  ?  [Showing  witness  a 
paper.] 

Answer.  Mine. 

[  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  shown  witness:] 

Vf  >iotQw 1  so  T,  fflS.,  R.  .'i  w 

SoJiOf  nwji 1  i«           

H«trfBeM I  SO            

SwJio'se^ 7  40  -         •■      ■■ 

8w«o(BW« - ^  -tn              

3«ornwM 0  M              

Nw3iofiioX 11  w             

WJtfOtnwK 14  60  '-         ■■       - 

S«ofneK 1"'  SO            

WKofneK 29  su             

SeJiofnwii -  w  40             

WKofBea —  - ai  BO             

SeKofswji ;n  40            


Lansing,  August  Hi,  ISTl. 
Com'r  Stale  Land  Offce  : 

Please  reserve  the  abo\-e  list,  on  my  TJieo.  Bathay  matured 
order,  and  oblige. 

Yours. 

CYRUS  HEWITT. 
[ndorsed  on  the  back  as  follows : 
"Cyrus  Hewitt,  Aug.  16,  '71. 
"  840  a.  reserved,  marked  Aug.  16,  '71. 
'■'Recorded,  page  36." 
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.  Whose  description? 

Answer,  Those  descriptions  are  the  description  of  Elsemore, 
of  Saginaw. 

Q.  "What  about? 

A,  He  wanted  me  to — he  asked  me  if  I  conld  reserve  the 
land,  and  I  told  him  if  my  contract  was  not  full  I  would.  He 
said  it  would  be  ti  great  accommodation  to  hira  if  I  wonld. 

Q.  It  was  840  acres  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  did  reserve  that  on  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiries  whether  the  contract  wae 
full  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  told  Jiim  to  look  it  over,  aud  if  it  was,  I  would  make 
some  other  disposition  of  it. 

Q.  What  did  he  pay  you  for  this  accommodation  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember;  he  said  lie  would  pay  me  for  my 
trouble,  and  be  very  thankful  for  the  favor. 

Q.  He  did  pay  you  something  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  much  ? 

A.  Ten  or  twenty  dollars. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  reserve  them  ? 

A.  They  are  not  sold  yet. 

Q.  They  were  reserved  in  August,  1871  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir;  that  annoyed  me  a  great  deal. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor— We  offer  these  afflictions,  or  wliat- 
CTer  they  may  be  called,  in  evidence. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston  r 

Question.  Is  tliis  the  book  you  referred  to,  as  being  kept  in 
the  Land  Office,  in  your  testimony  yesterday  ?  [Showing  wit- 
ness a  book.] 

Answer.  That  is  a  Land  Office  book.  I  don't  know  any- 
thing about  it. 

Q.  Yon  said  you  had  a  book  ? 

A.  A  general  account. 
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Q,  Here  is  a  general  acconnt, 

A.  Well,  it  ia  all  right.    Somewhere  here,  I  saw  it. 

Q.  What  ia  that? 

A.  There  is  the  account  of  debtor  and  credit,  I  think,  of 
scrip  huainess — my  own  business. 

Q.  What  is  the  amonnt  on  this  page,  that  is  charged  to  you 
of  scrip. 

A.  It  is  footed  up  there  $3,677.87.    That  is  the  credit  side. 

Q.  This  is  the  only  account  you  had,  did  you  say,  in  the 
office? 

A.  In  the  Land  Office  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  Well,  so  far  as  matured  scrip  is  concerned,  I  guess  it  is  ? 

Q,  This  ia  matured  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  explain  how  you  manage  this  matured  scrip  in 
regard  to  locating  lands  upon  it. 

A.  Well,  if  a  man  comes  to  me  and  wants  to  buy  eighty 
acres  of  scrip,  I  sell  it  to  him  at  so  much,  and  give  an  order  to 
the  Land  Office,  and  they  take  it  and  charge  it  to  me,  and  locate 
the  land  for  him. 

Q.  They  take  the  scrip  *' 

A.  They  take  the  order, — myorder.  I  have  a  general  account, 
— general  credit  account — and  debtor  accoiint  of  course. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Urosvenor : 

Question.  Will  you  look  upon  that  paper  and  see  whose 
handwriting  it  is  ?     [Showing  witness  a  paper.] 

Answer.  I  think  that  is  mine. 

Q.  Description  and  all. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  reserved  upon  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is,  sir, 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — This  is  an  application  for  land, 
containing  the  description.    The  amount  ia  3,074.08  acres. 

[The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  above  referred  to  :] 
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a  OBD!  VISION,  .2 

BXotneKof  KUdeWofseKW     ; 

E^ol  oiieea M 

8wofne)£«ndB«ofiiwM..  M. 
SwXofBoK ao 

awJiofawM 21 

NwJiofneX ^ 

3e3(oEBe« 85 

SMofBwK Bfl 

SeyofneJi.nwofne  M M 

LotBland4..._ 2S 

Lotl 20 


Lansing,  July  15,  1871- 

GommUaumer  Land  Office  : 

I  herebj'  apply  to  Itave  the  above  lands  reserved  fram  sale, 
in  accordance  with  the  law  and  your  rules,  upon  the  accompa- 
nying order  from  Theo.  Bathay,  herewith  attached. 

CYRUS  HEWITT. 

Indorsed  on  the  back,  as  Ibllows : 

"Cyras  Hewitt,  July  15,  '^1.  Recorded  page  35-6.  Received 
Stat«  Land  Office,  Lansing,  Mich.,  July  15, 1871." 

Q.  Do  yoci  Itnow  whether  those  lands  were  reserved  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  Where  did  yon  get  that  list  ? 

A.  Well,  that  is  a  list  that  I  got  from  different  parties ;  I 
don't  remember  now  all  of  them. 

Q.  Were  you  reserv'ing  that  list  for  others*' 

A.  Some  of  them ;  yes,  sir.  Some  of  tlieni  were  some  ! 
had  looked  up  for  myself. 

Q.  Are  they  reserved  now  ? 

A.  I  think  so;  yes,  sir.  They  may  not  be  all  of  theiB,  but 
most  of  them  are,  I  think. 

Q,  [Showing  witness  another  paper.]  In  whose  band- 
writing  is  that  ? 

A.  That  is  mine. 
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Mr.  Manager  Ores venor— This  is  another  uppfieatiOD,  dated 
Jiily  15,  1871. 

[Tlie  following  is  a  copy  of  the  papLT  above  roferred  to:] 

suBnivisio.N,  "      g       S)     ^    ^ 

2      s       3      s    I 


LotaSanas l      Sif  N.    11 W.      10      Wil    inNii.3. 

Lotal,a,8,4. U       ■' 

S.  e.ande.^ofn.  c.  ,V 14      ■■  ■■      iso 

Com/miasUnier  State  Land  Ogtce  : 

"Please  reserve  tlio  uljovo  lands  on  account  of  my  order 
from  Theo.  Batliv. 

■'CYRUS  HEWITT. 
"  LanHng,  Jvlg  IS,  IS71." 

Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows: 

"Gyms  Hewitt  application,  lieiiorded  page  3G,  4o'i'-G4A. 
Reserved.  Received  at  State  Ijand  Office.  Lansing,  Michigan, 
JiilySa,  1861/' 

Question.  Is  that  340  acres  for  the  whole  description  ?  What 
amount  of  lands  is  contained  in  that  description  ?  [Showing 
witness  paper  last  referred  to.] 

Answer.  That  description  is  240,  the  other  is  fractional, 
'Phere  is  more  than  340  in  the  whole  list- 

Q.  Over  340  acres  here  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  still  reserved  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  For  whom  did  yoa  reserve  that"? 

A.  Let  me  see  the  paper.  [Paper  handed  to  witness.]  Wei!, 
those  were,  I  think,  for  myself;  they  were  lands  that  Mr.  0, 
Adams  looked  up  some  time  ago,  and  failed  and  went  away. 
and  I  took  them  for  what  he  owed  me, 

Q.  Yon  kept  them  yonrself  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  [Showing witness  another  paper.]  Whose  handwriting  is 
that  ? 
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A.  That  is  mine. 

Q.  All  yonrs  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  made  in  pencil. 

Q.  "What  is  tiie  amount  ef  land  tliere  yon  ask  to  have 
reserved? 

A.  Appears  to  be  483  acres. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosveoor — That  date  is  Augnst  llth,  IS*;'!. 

Qaestion.  Is  not  there  642  acres  there  instead  of  483  ? 

Answer.  [Looting  at  paper.]  Well,  there  is.  That  down 
to  the  bottom  there,  643  acres,  I  think  those  landa  have  been 
sold.    I  think  they  are  not  reserved  now, 

Q.  What  makes  yon  think  so  ? 

A,  I  think  they  were  for  Elscmore, — I  think  so,  I  will  look 
and  see  if  I  am  mistaken. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  above  referred  to : 


WJtfofa 

wfl« 

Hfljfof, 

s  e  (lots  1 

BJSofjo 

:J,l            4 

Loll 

HeKofi 

stH 

SwKof 

nwi^Iot 

Nw«ot 

sw 

N«K— . 

e  Land  Office  : 
Please  reserve  the  above  list  of  lands  on  my  order  from  Tlieo 


CYRUS  HEWITT. 
Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows : 
"Cyrus  Hewitt.    Aug,  11,  '71,  643.25,  a  reserved. 
"  All  reserved,  8-11-71. 
"  Recorded  page  36." 
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Q.  You  received  some  consideration  from  iiim  for  reaerving 
the  land  ? 

A.  YeB,  3ir. 

Q.  What  did  you  get  for  that  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now.  Tliey  were  not  held  but  a  little 
while  on  the  books  before  they  were  taken  up.  I  think  that  ig 
the  list. 

Q.  Did  you  charge  these  men  in  proportion  to  the  tune  you 
held  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  not  particularly. 

Q.  You  said  they  were  held  but  a  short  tims.  You  did  not 
charge  mnch  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  your  rate  of  prices  ? 

A.  Well,  I  conld  not  tell,  hardly. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  rule  about  it  ? 

A.  Not  particularly ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]     Whose  handwriting  is  that  ? 

A.  That  is  mine. 

Q.  How  are  those  lands  situated  now  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  are  reserved  or  not  ? 

A.  No ;  I  don't  remember  now.  It  has  passed  out  of  my 
mind. 

Mr,  Manager  Grosvenor — This  paper  is  dated  July  25th, 
1871. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  paper  above  referred  to  i 


I 


I  2 


Lota - - -  — 8  MN.  8W.  13    £5 

NJfof  BBBndneof  BWK 81  ■'            '■  IBO 

SwofBwM Bl  ■■            ■'  WW 

NwJi»nas«ofneM-— 32  "            -  aW 

SwofnwM SS  ■■             "  40 

E)iof  naJi.BwornoM 31  !3N.  T  W.  120 

Seof  awKandnvfof  seM H  "           "  80 

neofnw!i,9W0tnwK S2  "           "  120 
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8UBDIVI8IOS.  -  i  M  £    J 

WXofnw.'i 2S  18N.  IW.  80 

EMoIbbM -.  29           "            "  SO 

NwofneM — - 2fi  SON.  IW,  40 

Swofnw^ - a  SON.  9W.  40 

W&HotBtK IS           ■■             '■  45    93 

WKofneK - --  23  37N,  WW.  SO 

NJiof  nwM - -.- S9           "             '■  60 

Lansing,  July  25,  1871. 
CoBtTninsiianer  Slate  LaM  OJiee  : 

Please  reeeire  the  above  deecriptions  on  aeconnt  of  my 
Theo.  Bathay  order  on  his  contract,  and  oblige, 
Youra  truly, 

CYRUS  HEWITT. 

Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows; 

"Cyras  Hewitt,  July  95,  1871,  reserved  IGO  acres.  Recorded 
page  36. 

"  Received  at  State  Land  Office,  Lansing,  Michigan,  July  35, 
1871." 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question.  You  told  me  yesterday  you  had  a  private  book  in 
the  Land  Office  in  which  your  land  transactions  were  kept? 

Answer.  I  did  not  mean  to  be  so  understood.  I  liave  no 
private  book,  except  that  where  my  check  is  kept. 

Q.  Then  I  misunderstood  you  yesterday ;  I  understood  you 
had  a  book  ? 

A,  N"o,  sir ;  I  presume  the  office  haa  a  book. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane: 

Question.  Were  these  reservations  which  were  made — these 
orders — filed  in  the  office  at  their  date? 

Answer.  YeSj  sir. 

Q.  Invariably? 

A,  Yes,  air. 

Q.  Were  they  never  left  in  the  office  rather  informally,  with 
the  provision  or  arrangement  by  which  you  could  subsequently 
make  them  effective, — that  is,  simply  left  in  the  office  as  mem- 
oranda ? 
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A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  thing. 
Q.  There  is  one  date,  the  15th  of  July,  which  appears  not  to 
have  beeu  received  in  the  office  until  the  22d  P 
A.  It  might  have  been  left  in  my  own  office ;  I  might  have 
a  to  file  it. 


CEOSS-EXAMINATIOK  OF  CTKUS  HEWITT. 

Cross-examined  by  M,r,  Mctlowan : 

Question.  Were  you  ever  Commissioner  of  the  Land  OfBce  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

A.  My  term  ended  in  1866. 

Q.  You  kept  these  accounts,  when  yon  were  Commissioner 
in  the  Land  OfBce,  of  the  swamp  lands,  as  between  contractors 
and  purchasers, — what  is  called  scrip  account  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  State  whether  there  was  any  difficulty  at  that  time,  in 
keeping  the  accounts  separate,  and  keeping  them  up  ? 

A.  There  was  some. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  practice  has  been,  in  the  Land 
Office,  as  to  keeping  the  accounts  of  contractors  separate, — I 
mean,  now,  where  a  contractor  had  two  or  three  contracts,— 
whether  the  accounts  of  those  contracts  were  kept  separate,  or 
whether  they  were  all  put  in  together? 

A.  I  do  not  know  how  they  keep  them  now. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  practice  has  been  heretofore  ? 

A.  I  think  separate, — theymightuofc  have  been.  Where  one 
man  owned  two  or  three  contracts,  I  guess  they  were  all  put  in 
together,  heretofore.    I  do  not  know  how  they  are  now. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  lands  reserved  to  you,  in  the  Land 
Office,  when  jou  had  no  credits  there  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have. 

Q.  Have  you,  to  your  knowledge,  had  any  lands  held  for 
yon, — school  or  agricultural  lands,  or  any  lands,  other  tlian 
swamp  lands, — without  paying  for  them,  or  depositing  a 
voucher  ? 

A.  I  think  not 
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Q.  What  kind  of  a  voucher  did  you  usually  deposit? 

A.  If  it  waa  swamp  lauds,  I  would  hare  them  charged  up 
on  my  contract. 

Q.  And  for  school  and  other  kinds? 

A.  I  would  deposit  my  check. 

Q.  Your  attention  was  called  to  the  swamp  lands  for  which 
you  deposited  your  check  for  quarter-payment,  which  was  af- 
terwards procured  by  Mr.  Allison.  State  whether  that  check 
was  deposited  in  good  faith,  with  the  expectation  of  paying  it. 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Waa  the  cheek  paid  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  whether,  during  Mr.  Edmonds's  administration,  you 
hare  erei  drawn  any  checks,  and  let  the  land  go  back,  or  to 
the  State  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  of  any,  now. 

Q.  Has  Mr,  Edmonds  been  interested  in  any  purcJiases  of 
land  in  his  ofiiee,  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  knowledge  of  your 
laud  transactions,  other  than  officially  ? 

A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  communication  with  him  with  regard 
to  the  AJlison  lands ;  had  you  previous  to  their  sale  to  Allison  ? 

A.  I  think  not, 

Q.  What  kind  of  orders  have  you  given  to  parties  in  refer- 
ence to  reservations  of  lands  on  conti-acts  or  scrip  ? 

A.  Such  as  have  been  read  here  this  morning. 

Q.  Did  any  clerk  in  the  office  have  any  interest  in  your 
land? 

A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Or  your  land  purchases  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Robinson,  your  son-in-law  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  he  have  any  knowledge  of  the  various  purchases 
that  you  made,  except  what  he  could  find  out  in  the  ofBce  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  privately  inform  him  of  any  of  your  land 
transactions  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Referring  hack  to  the  order,  giving  orders  to  parties  to 
reserve  lands  on  your  unmatured  scrip, — did  jon  give  orders 
that  carried  the  patents  with  them? 

A.  Not  always;  that  was  the  intention  of  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  has  been  any  change  in  that 
regard  ? 

A.  I  am  informed  there  is  some  change. 

Q.  Informed  by  whom  F 

A.  By  the  Commissioner. 

Q.  What  was  the  practice  previous  to  Mr,  Edmonds'  admin- 
istration, with  regard  to  reserving  lands  on  your  contracts  ? 

A.  I  do  not  rememhej  exactly. 

Q.  Was  it  any  different  from  what  it  was  in  Mr.  Edmonds' 
administration,  previous  to  Mr.  Edmonds'  changing  the  form 
of  these  orders? 

A.  I  think  it  was,  some. 

Q.  In  what  did  it  differ  ? 

A.  I  think  the  contracts  were  not  kept  separate.  I  think 
he  instituted  a  different  rule  with  regard  to  keeping  each  one 
on  the  particular  contract  to  which  it  belonged. 

Q.  Mr.  Edmonds  introduced  that  rule  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

Q.  Were  you  able  to  convey  land  reserved  on  contracts  pre- 
vious to  his  administration  by  sending  the  order  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Could  you  hold  lands  by  depositing  a  cheek  previous  to 
his  administration  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  such  reservations  made  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  lands  held  for  you  previous  to  bis  admiais- 
tration  on  depositing  checks  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  yoa  know  whether  that  is  or  is  not  the  practice  with 
reference  to  other  parties  who  deal  with  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  State  whether  you  had  reservations  made,  to  yotir  knowl- 
edge, at  any  time,  more  than  your  contracts  allowed,  or  more 
than  what  would  fill  your  contracts  ? 

A.  I  am  not  able  to  particularly  state  that  It  might  have 
heen,  but  I  did  not  say  anything.  I  have  had  orders  previous 
to  this  one,  that  I  have  had  from  individuals,  that  have  been 
settled  up. 

Q.  Who  is  Charles  W.  Butler  ? 

A,  A  neighbor  of  mine  in  the  city. 

Q.  What  is  his  business  ? 

A.  Land  dealer  and  agent  for  parties. 

Q.  Do  you  say  yoa  have  a  private  account  in  the  Land 
Office? 

A,  No,  nothing  more  than  with  scrip. 

Q,  Is  there  such  an  account  kept  in  the  Land  Office  with 
Mr.  Thomas,  who  deals  in  scrip  ? 

A.  I  think  there  is. 

Q.  Do  you  have  a  conti-aot  of  that  kind  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  dictate  at  all  what  may  be  put  down,  and  what 
not? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q.  Is  it  one  of  the  official  records  of  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Then,  it'  I  understand  you,,  the  reservations  made  in 
favor  of  other  parties,  yon  keep  no  account  of,  but  depend 
upon  the  office  books? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Reservations  made  for  your  own  personal  benefit,  you 
have  your  own  personal  private  account? 
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A.  Not  in  the  office. 

Q.  You  liave  no  private  aeeount  there  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then,  when  you  referred  to  the  account  in  the  oifice,  you 
simply  meant  a  personal  aficount,  which  the  Commissioner 
kept  there  with  you,  as  a  dealer  in  scrip  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  I  intended. 

EE-DIEECT  EXAMINATION  OF  CYRUS  UEWITT, 

Esamined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston ; 

Question.  Yesterday,  when  I  asked  you  if  you  bad  an 
account  of  the  lands  you  reserved,  you  said  you  bad  no  account 
only  such  as  was  in  the  Land  Office ;  now  I  understand  yon  to 
say,  in  substance,  that  you  have  an  account,— a  personal  ac- 
count,— but  that  it  is  not  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

Answer.  I  keep  my  own  memoranda  in  tho  office ;  that  is 
all  the  account  I  have. 

Q.  Then  you  have  a  memorandum  in  your  own  office  of 
entries  you  hare  made  ? 

A.  I  have  not  all  of  them.  I  sometimes  transfer  them  to 
this  office,  and  lose  sight  of  them. 

Q.  Is  it  not  jour  usual  custom  to  keep  a  memorandum  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  amount  of  your  reservation  for  the 
year  1871? 

A,  No,  sir,  only  what  I  got  from  the  books. 

Q.  Have  you  any  roaxJ  contract  ? 

A.  None  of  my  own. 

Q.  How  long  since  you  had  a  road  contract  ? 

A.  I  never  had  one  of  my  own ;  I  have  always  purchased. 

By  Mr,  McGowan : 

Question.  Did  we  understand  you  to  say  that  yon  bad  no  con- 
tract with  the  State  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  none  of  my  owu. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  your  credits  ? 

A.  I  bought  the  contracts  of  others  ? 
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Q.  Got  the  credits  from  others? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question,  What  did  you  pay  for  the  Bathay  order  ? 
Mr.  Shipniaa — Wc  object    "We  think  it  is  immaterial  what 
he  paid.    He  got  it,  and  that  is  sufficient, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Wo  think  it  is  material.  This  order 
is  one  of  tlie  records  in  the  oflSce.  It  has  been  introduced  in 
evidence  here,  and  it  appears  that  this  party  lias  not  only  had 
a  large  amount  of  lands  held  by  checks,  but  held  these  for 
months,  which  certainly  did  not  cost  him  anything;  and 
now,  as  we  claim,  he  has  a  general  order,  as  it  is  tetmed.  It  is 
one  of  the  records  in  the  office,  I  understood,  as  it  already 
appears  by  the  witnesses  that  have  been  sworn,  that  Mr.  Hew- 
itt could  reserve  whatever  lands  he  saw  fit,  providing  he  did  not 
reserve  more  than  the  contract  of  Bathay  called  for, — whict  is 
some  30,000  acres,  I  think ;  that  he  could  reserve  on  that,  and 
when  they  were  taken  off,  he  could  reserve  again.  The  object 
of  the  question  is  to  show  that  the  order  which  he  paid  nothing 
for — which  did  not  cost  him  anything — is  merely  used  as  a 
cover  to  hold  these  lands;  just  the  same  as  his  check  is  used 
The  Presiding  Officer — It  does  not  seem  to  the  Chair  that 
it  can  be  material  as  affecting  the  respondent  or  any  one  in 
his  office,  what  the  arrangement  was  between  the  witness  and 
Bathay,  unless  a  portion  of  the  compensation  went  into  the 
office, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — If  the  office  has  knowledge  of  the 
fact — and  it  already  appears  by  the  evidence  of  the  chief  clerk, 
and  the  evidence  of  another  clerk,  that  they  did  have  knowl- 
edge that  it  did  not  carry  the  scrip  with  it.  They  have  a  cer- 
tain knowledge  in  the  office,  and  it  is  fair  to  presume  that 
Edmonds  has  knowledge  of  the  public  records  in  the  office, 
and  the  arrangement,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
competent  to  follow  it  up  and  ascertain  whether  it  costs  Hew- 
itt anything  to  reserve  these  lands  under  that  arrangement. 
100 
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The  Presiding  Officer — How  can  tlie  office  be  responsible 
for  a  trade  between  Hewitt  and  Bathay  ? 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — Suppose  I  give  an  order  to  Hewitt. 
I  have  a  contract ;  and  suppose  the  Commissioner  knows  I 
give  that  order  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  Hewitt  in  covering 
lands,  without  any  expense  to  him.  I  give  him  an  order  for 
which  he  pays  me  nothing,  and  upon  that  order  he  holds  a 
thonsand  acres  of  land,  and  the  Commissioner  knows  that  fact. 
He  holds  them  in  that  way  until  he  can  sell  the  land.  Now  I 
submit,  if  that  is  the  fact,  the  Commissioner  is  doing  what  he 
has  no  right  to  do.  He  knows  that  it  is  an  order  merely 
trnmped  np  for  the  conveuience  of  Hewitt,  and  to  aid  him  in 
holding  land  and  keeping  it  out  of  the  market,  so  that  the 
Stat*  does  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  sale;  and  not  only  that, 
but  keeping  it  away  from  other  pnrchasers  until  he  has  an  op- 
portunity to  sell  them  to  some  one,  from  the  sale  of  which  he 
can  realize  a  handsome  profit.  In  that  view,  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  competent. 

The    Presiding  Officer — It  seems    to   the  Chair  that  the 
respondent  would  be  just  as  responsible,  whether  he  paid  him 
more  or  less  for  the  privilege.    I  shall  sustain  the  objection. 
I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  if  it  is  required- 
Senator  Moffatt— I  ask  for  a  vote  of  the  Senate. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Will  the  Honorable  Manager  reduce 
his  question  to  writing. 

Mr,  Waterbury — Before  voting  upon  that  question,  I  would 
like  to  hear  that  order  read ;  there  is  a  question  in  my  mind 
whether  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Bathay,  or  for  the  witness- 
It  would  make  a  difierence  in  my  vote. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  think  the  order  is  here. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Secretary  wiil  read  the  order. 

The  Secretary  read  the  order  as  follows : 

"Midland  City,  July  13,  1871. 
"  J!i  tAe  MorMTabUGommUmner  of  the  State  Land  Office  : 

Dear  Sir — Please  allow  Mr.  Cvms  Hewitt  to  reserve  on 
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my  road  contract,  it  being  the  Midland  City,  Houghton  Lake 
and  Traverse  City  State  road,  and  oblige 
"  Your  humble  servant, 

"THEODORE  BATH  AY." 

The  Presiding  OlBcer — Has  the  Honorable  Manager  his 
question  reduced  to  writing  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Yes,  sir.  [Hands  it  to  the  Secretary.] 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows  : 

"  What  did  you  pay  Bathay  for  the  order  ?" 

The  Presiding  Officer — Does  the  Honorable  Manager  wish 
to  be  heard  ? 

Mr.  Manager  Groevenor — One  word,  Mr.  Presidentr.  It  may 
be  that  the  Managers  are  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the 
law  hearing  upon  this  case ;  but  it  has  been  our  impression 
that  this  right  of  withholding  land  was  for  the  protection  of 
the  contractor,  and  not  for  any  other  person.  The  evidence 
already  adduced  tends  strongly  to  show  that  this  was  a  mere 
pretense, — that  the  contractor  hadsoldhiscoutracttoamanof 
the  name  of  Smith,  and  that  he  had  attempted  to  sever  the 
right  to  reserve  fl"om  the  right  to  enter ;  that  he  bad  attempted 
to  reserve  his  legal  rights  in  this  way  so  that  he  could  give 
to  one  the  right  to  reserve,  and  to  another  the  right  to  enter,  be- 
cause all  the  testimony  here  tends  to  show  that  this  man  Hewitt 
did  not  claim  the  right  to  enter  on  that  contract,  but  he  could 
patent  from  means  derived  from  another  source.  Now,  if  that 
be  so,  we  say  it  is  a  mere  excuse,  a  pretense  for  violating  the 
spirit  and  intent  of  that  law ;  and  that  law  made  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  contractor  and  his  bona  fide  assignee  would  not 
protect  this  man,  whom  we  shall  claim  is  a  pretender  to  the 
right  there;  that  the  real  right  wont  with  the  assignment  of  the 
contract.  There  was  the  right  of  the  citizen, — there  was  the 
right  of  the  contractor;  and  this  imaginary  right,  which,  after 
all,  was  more  valuable  than  the  scrip  itself,  the  way  it  has  been 
used,  was  given  to  another,  who,  under  the  shadow  of  the 
office  here,  could  make  bargains  and  get  gain  for  himself.  Now 
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I  say  if  that  be  so, — if  we  can  show  that  this  man  paid  a  mere 
nominal  sum  for  it,  and  that  must  have  been  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  office, — if  we  can  by  any  possibility  con- 
nect that  by  facts  and  circumstances  tending  to  show  that 
the  Commissioner  did  know, — might  have  known, — was  obliged 
to  know,  the  terms  of  this  sale  to  him,  that  he  held  it  aa  a  mere 
pretense,  then  it  would  be  damaging  to  this  respondent.  It  is 
somewhat  remote,  I  grant, — depends  somewhat  upon  his  answer, 
whether  it  would  have  very  much  or  very  little  bearing ;  but  if 
we  can  establish  by  this  man  that  this  right  was  held  by  him, 
independent  from  the  otlier,  that  he  paid  nothing  for  it,  or  he 
paid  something  in  the  form  of  favors  under  the  ofBce,  or  that 
lie  was  doing  what  he  did  and  dividing  elsewhere, — no  matter 
about  anticipating  what  the  proof  may  be,  I  say  there  may  be 
*uch  a  state  of  facts  existing  here  which  will  make  this  evid- 
ence relevant,  tending  in  some  way  to  suatain  the  general 
■charge  here  of  corruption  in  office, 

Mr.  Shipman— Mr,  President,  we  are  not  convinced  by  the 
Manager  tliat  this  testimony  is  admissible.  We  would  not 
object  to  this  if  it  were  but  a  single  instance ;  but  this  is  only 
one  instance  of  a  number  to  get  outside  of  the  proper  examin- 
ation of  a  witness,  we  think,  and  to  go  into  his  private  affairs. 
The  Manager  states  that  there  may  be  such  a  state  of  circum- 
stances that  this  would  be  relevant.  I  would  submit  that  it  is 
proper  to  wait  until  such  a  set  of  circumstances  be  first  shown. 
The  relevancy  of  the  testimony  ought  to  appear  when  it  is 
offered,  or  else  the  Managers  or  tliose  who  offer  it  should  state 
that  they  propose  to  convert  and  make  it  so,  and  we  will  then 
take  their  word  for  it;  but  in  this  case  they  state  nothing  of 
the  kind, 

I  would  also  submit,  Mr.  President,  that,  as  a  matter  of  law, 
it  is  quite  immaterial  whether  Mr.  Hewitt  gave  a  dollar  for  the 
order  or  not.  This  order,  it  wili  he  remembered,  was  given 
before  the  assignment  of  that  contract, — the  assignment  was 
given  subject  to  that  order,  of  course,    What  passed  between  the 
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assignee  and  assignor  is  qnite  immaterial  in  courts  of  law.  An 
assignee  may  sue  on  a  contract,  and  be  sued ;  not  from  the  con- 
sideration for  the  assignment,— he  need  not  from  that ;  he  gave  a 
dollar  for  it.  It  is  quite  immaterial  whether  he  discounts  a  note 
sued  on,  or  not,  or  how  he  got  the  paper  that  he  sues  on.  At 
all  events,  that  is  a  question  between  the  assignor  and  assignee. 
How  can  it  affect  the  State  ?  The  assignee  simply  succeeds  to 
the  right  of  the  contractor, — that  is  all.  If  the  contractor  had 
a  right  to  reserve,  he  had  a  right  to  reserve.  It  ia  true,  the 
Commissioner  did  not  like  the  form  that  tliese  papers  were 
made,  and,  therefore,  changed  it,  and  said  that  the  assignment 
shonld  be  such  that  it  would  carry  the  patent ;  because,  under 
these  open  orders,  the  land  could  not  be  patented  up,  until  an 
order  should  be  given  by  the  contractor,  I  cannot  see  how  it 
can  possibly  affect  anybody,  whether  or  not  a  consideration 
was  given.  Ifc  has  no  possible  connection  with  this  case.  We 
submit  that  it  is  altogether  immaterial ;  it  is  a  matter  of  hia 
own  private  business,  and  is  utterly  irrelevant  to  the  issue  here. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  question  is,  Shall  the  question 
proposed  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  be  put  to  the  witness? 
Senators,  those  who  are  in  favor  of  allowing  the  question  to  bo 
put  to  the  witness  will  say  Aye;  those  opposed  will  say  No. 

The  evidence  was  decided  to  be  inadmissible,  by  the  follow- 
ing vote : 

YEAS. 
Mr.  Moffatt,  Mr.  Putnam,  3 


Mr.  Ball, 
Barber, 


Dexter, 
Gay, 


NAYS. 

Mr.  Hannahs, 

Mr.  Storra, 

Jenbs, 

Wat«rbury, 

Mann, 

Wheeler, 

Price, 

Wood, 

Prutzman, 

President 

Romeyn, 

pTo  tern. 

Stockbridge, 

IS 
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TESTIMOJIT   OF   S.   V,   CORNELL. 

S.  v.  Cornell,  a  witness  prodneed,  sworn,  and  examined  on 
the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  EepresentatiYee,  testified 
BS  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston; 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  Coldwater. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there  ? 

A.  I  have  lived  in  that  vicinity  for  thirty-seven  years,  with 
the  exception  of  three  years  that  I  was  in  California. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Edmonds  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr,  Van  Dunham? 

A.  Tee,  eir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  Van  Dunham? 

A.  Ten  or  twelve  years. 

Q,  Is  he  one  of  your  neighbors, — does  he  reside  in  the  same 
city  where  yon  reside  ? 

A.  Yes,  a  part  of  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  buy  any  land  of  the  State  in  the  fall  of  1871  ? 

A.  Yes,  eir, 

Q.  Did  you  buy  any  in  Shiawassee  county  ? 

A.  Forty  acres. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  county  was  that  land  in  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  what  part  of  the  county. 

Q.  Near  what  village? 

A.  Near  Vernon  Station,  I  think  they  call  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  that  land, — the  forty  jvcres  ? 

A.  I  think  some  time  in  September  or  October. 

Q.  What  was  yonr  business  down  there,  at  the  time  you  saw 
the  land  ? 

A.  My  business  was  looking  land. 

Q.  You  went  there  to  see  this  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  From  whom  did  you  obtain  the  description  of  this  land  ? 

A.  "Wei],  I  think  Mr.  Van  Dunham  helped  me  look  up  the 
land  descriptiona. 

Q.  What  information  did  Van  Duuhatn  give  you  in  regard 
to  the  land  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  gave  me  any,  any  more  than  he 
drew  the  plats,  and  gave  me  the  plats  of  different  pieces  of 
land. 

Q.  This  particular  piece  of  land, — what  information  did 
he  give  you  in  regai-d  to  this  piece  ? 

A,  Nothing  more  than  any  of  the  rest  of  them. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  with  reference  to  its  being  licensed  land 
if  anything  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  he  said  anything  in  regard  to  it. 
I  think  he  spoke  and  said  some  of  the  pieces  were  licensed  and 
some  were  not. 

Q.  What  else  did  he  tel!  you  in  regard  to  the  licensed  lands  ? 
What  about  the  proofs,  if  anything  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  he  told  me  anything  about  the 
proofs,  anything  more  than  he  said — I  think  he  said  that  some 
of  the  lands  were  licensed,  hut  they  were  in  market,  on 
account  of  proof  not  being  sent  in  of  the  settlement. 

Q.  Where  was  it  he  told  you  the  lands  were  in  market  on 
account  of  the  proofs  not  being  sent  in, — where  was  it  he  told 
you? 

A.  I  can't  say  jis  to  that,  where  we  were  at  the  time. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  it  was  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  it  was.  It  might  have  been  in  the 
Land  Office,  and  it  might  have  been  at  my  place. 

Q.  What  proof  was  it  he  said  bad  not  been  sent  in  ? 

A.  The  description  that  he  gave  me.  I  guess  I  did  not  get 
the  deseriptiou  of  the  two  pieces  that  were  licensed. 

Q.  What  kind  of  proofs  did  he  refer  to  that  had  not  been 
sent  in,  so  that  the  land  was  subject  to  sale? 

A.  What  kind  of  proof? 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


800  TRIAL  OF  CHAELBS  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q.  Yes,  sir;  proof  of  what  ? 

A.  Proofs  of  settlement. 

Q.  When  was  yoar  attention  first  directed  to  the  fact  that 
lands  could  he  bought  because  proofs  of  settlement  had  not 
heen  sent  in  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  proof  of  settlement,  or  that  they 
had  bargained  for  the  lands — whether  they  were  proofs  of 
settlement,  or  claims,  I  don't  remember  which  he  said. 

Q,  When  was  your  attention  first  directed  to  the  faot  that 
there  was  laud  that  had  been  licensed  that  was  in  market,  on 
account  of  certain  proofs  not  having  heen  sent  in  ? 

A.  It  might  have  heen  at  the  time  I  was  looking  them  up. 

Q.  Was  it  not  hefore  you  came  here  to  get  your  plats  at  all  'i* 

A.  Before  I  came  here  ? 

Q.  Yes. 

A.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  buying  this 
claes  of  lands  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Was  there  any  one  living  upon  this  land  in  Shiawassee 
county  when  you  went  to  look  at  it  ? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  man's  name  ? 

A.  I  did  not  learn  his  name  at  the  time,  I  don't  think, — I 
don't  know  bnt  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  name  is  now? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  his  name  ? 

A.  Bauk,  or  Bouek, — somo  such  name.  I  don't  know  how 
yon  would  pronounce  it. 

Q.  Yon  went  down  there  hefore  you  bought  the  lands  * 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  After  you  saw  the  land,  then  yon  returned  and  purchased 
itP 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  When  you  was  at  Mr,  Bouck'a  did  you  go  into  his  house  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  go  to  the  door, 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  of  him  the  description  of  this  land? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he  give  it  to  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  rememher  whetlier  he  did  or  not;  whether  he 
showed — do  you  mean  showed  me  the  description  ? 

Q.  Showed  you  any  paper,  or  gave  it  to  you  ferbally  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  showed  me  any  paper ;  I  think  he  toU 
me  the  description. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  you  was  there? 

A.  I  can  not  tell  yon  exactly. 

Q..  How  long  was  it  before  you  entered  the  land,  that  you  was 
there? 

A.  Before  1  entered  the  land? 

Q.  Yes,  before  you  bought  the  land  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  bought  it  before  I  was  there. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  was  there  waa  it  you  bought  the 
lands  ? 

A,  I  can't  tell  you  exactly. 

Q.  About  how  many  days, — one,  tvi-o,  or  three  days '? 

A.  It  might  have  been  three,  and  it  might  have  been  a  week. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  when  you  left  Mr.  Bouek's  ? 

A.  Well,  I  cannot  say  whether  I  went  to  St.  Louis  before 
going  hack  or  not.    It  is  my  impression  now  that  I  did. 

Q.  St,  Louis  in  Gratiot  county  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  you  going  np  there  for  ? 

A,  I  went  up  there  to  look  at  some  swamp  lands. 

Q.  Who  made  the  application  for  the  patent  or  certificate  for 
this  land  of  Bouek's  to  the  Commiassioner,-— who  made  the 
application '? 

A.  Well,  I  can't  say. 

Q.  Your  best  recollection  V 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  I  did  myself  or  I  wrote  to  Van 
Dunham  to  do  it. 
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Q,  What  is  yonr  recollectioa  in  regard  to  it — did  you  not 
apply  in  person  to  the  Ooramissioner  for  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  to  the  office  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  whether  I  did  or  not.  Mr.  Van  Dun- 
ham did,  if  I  didn't. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  pay  money  for  the  land 't 

A.  I  had  money  of  my  own  here,  in— 

Q.  I  say  to  whom  did  you  pay  it? 

A.  If  Van  Dunham  didn'i;  draw  it  from  the  bant:  on  my 
check,  I  paid  it  either  to  Mr.  Barnard  or  to  Mr.  Eobinsou.— I 
think  that  is  his  name. 

Q.  You  don't  know  whether  you  paid  it,  or  Mr.  Van  Dun- 
ham paid  it  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  paid  it  myself,  or  Mr,  Van  Dun- 
bam  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  buy  that  laud, — was  '.i  entered  with  scrip, 
or  money  ? 

A.  Well,  I  paid  the  money  myself.  I  bought  the  scrip, 
rather. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  buy  the  scrip  ? 

A.  Well,  it  was  either  from  Barnard  or  this  other  gentle- 
man,— what  did  I  call  him  't 

Q..  Robinson 't 

A.  Yes,  it  was  cither  one  or  the  other  of  those  two  men  that 
I  paid  the  money  to. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Bouck  after  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  V 

A.  The  first  time,  it  was  this  spring,  I  think. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  of  your  going  to  see  him  theu  ■:* 

A.  He  wrote  me  he  wanted  to  buy  that  land  if  I  had  a  title 
to  it,  and  that  he  would  give  me  two  hundred  dollars  for  it  if 
I  would  take  his  oxen  at  one  hundred  and  sixty. 

Q,  Did  n't  you  write  to  his  neighbors  or  one  of  liis  neigb- 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOOEEDINGS  OF  THE  COTJitT.  863 

bors,  immediately  after  you  bought  the  land,  that  the  land  was 
for  sale  and  yon  would  sell  it  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did, — the  man  that  went  with  me  to  Mr. 
Bouek'a  hoiiso  when  I  first  went  there,  and  I  was  telling  him 
I  had  a  description  of  this  land,  and  he  told  me  that  in  the 
first  place  he  thought  it  was  forty  acres,  right  hack  of  Mr. 
Bouek's,  but  he  said  that  he  understood  that  to  be  Goverament 
land,  and  he  looked  the  plat  I  had  oyer,  and  he  thought  it  was 
this  pieco  that  Bouck  was  on,  and  he  went  on  and  aaid  that  he 
hoped  it  was,  and  that  I  would  buy  it  and  get  him  out  of  tlie 
neighborhood,  for  he  was  a  poor,  miserable  coot, — a  poor  mia- 
erable,  lazy  coot. 

Q.  Yon  bought  it  for  that  reason  ? 

A.  Well,  I  bought  it  because  it  was  for  sale. 

Q.  TVIiat  improvements  were  there  on  the  place  ? 

A.  I  didn't  go  around  the  place ;  I  ehonld  think  there  was 
four,  five,  or  six  acres ;  perhaps  there  might  be  seven  acres, 
and  perhaps  a  dozen  or  more  fruit  trees  on  it,  and  a  log  house, 

Q.  Who  was  interested  with  you  in  this  land ':! 

A.  No  one,  in  partieulai-. 

Q.  In  general,  who  was  interestal,  then  ? 

A,  Not  any  one,  as  you  might  say;  I  had  no  particular  Itar- 
gain  with  any  one.     I  can  go  on  and  state. 

Q,  Didn't  Van  Dunham  have  an  intei-est  in  this  land  with 
you  ?  Wasn't  he  to  he  interested  witli  you,  in  the  profits  that 
were  made  ? 

A.  I  told  Mr.  Van  Dunham  I  would  give  him  a  share  in  the 
profits,  if  he  would  assist  me  a  little,  out  of  office  hours, 

Q.  What  share  was  you  to  give  him  ? 

,^  I  told  liim  I  would  give  him  half. 

Q.  Didn't  Van  Dunham  do  business  for  you, — write  you  on 
the  subject,— and  write  to  Mr.  Long,  who  acted  as  agent  for 
Mr.  Bouck,  to  settle  the  matter  up  ? 

A.  I  requested  him  io  write ;  and  I  requested  Long  to  write 
to  him  here.    T  was  living  at  Ooldwater,  and  this  would  he  the 
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place  of  bnsineES ;  and  Van  Dunham  was  the  only  clerk  I  was 
particularly  acquainted  with. 

Q.  Did  yoii  compromiBe  ivitJi  Bouck  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Through  whom  waa  the  compromise  brought  about '! 

A.  By  himself.    He  made  the  proposition. 

Q.  Who  acted  for  you  ? 

A.  I  acted  for  myself. 

Q.  Didn't  Van  Dunham  write,  representing  you  ? 

A.  In  what  respect  ? 

Q.  In  respect  to  getting  this  settlement.  Didn't  he  write  to 
Long  for  you? 

A.  liong  wrote  to  him. 

Q.  Didn't  you  tell  Mr.  Long  that  if  he  wanted  to  write  on 
the  subject  to  write  to  Mr.  Van  Dunham  at  Lansing  ? 

A.  I  told  him  this :  When  we  made  the  compromise  at  Mr. 
Long's  house,  Mr.  Long  was  not  at  home.  It  was  rather  down 
in  the  village.  I  weut  to  see  him,  and  he  told  me  the  reason 
he  dida't  meet  me  at  Owoaao.  He  was  to  meet  me  the  day 
before  at  Owosso. 

Mr.  McGowan — Who  ? 

A.  Mr.  Bouck.  He  said  he  had  made  up  his  mind  that  he 
could  not  give  the  $200,-p-he  could  not  give  any  more  than 
the  oxen  for  the  land,  and  that  waa  the  reason  why  he  did  not 
meet  me.  He  had  made  up  his  mind, — they  were  making 
some  disturbance  about  a  road  there,  and  he  had  made  up  his 
mind  to  let  it  go ;  but  he  said  then  that  be  would  give  me  the 
oxen  for  the  land,  and  I  told  him  to  leave  them  in  Mr.  Long's 
hands.  He  wanted  to  drive  them  home  that  night,  and  said 
he  would  drive  them  back  the  nest  day,  and  leave  them  in  Mr. 
Long's  hands,  and  the  patent  could  be  sent  to  him. 

Q.  Yon  didn't  answer  my  question  at  all,  I  asked  you  if 
you  didn't  direct  Long,  when  you  were  there,  to  write  to  Van 
Dunham  on  that  subject  ? 

A.  I  did.    I  think  I  did. 
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(j.  After  this  time  did  you  have  any  further  corresj)oiidenci> 
with  Mr.  Boiicb  or  with  Mr.  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  No,  fiir. 

Q.  AVhat  did  you  say  to  Mr,  Bouck  at  that  time  about  mak- 
ing proof  of  settlement':' 

A.  He  said  that  he  had  made. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  about  his  making  proofs  so  you  could 
get  your  money  back  i'rom  the  State  ? 

A,  I  told  him  that  they  would  give  me  my  money  back  if 
he  would  make  the  proof  of  settlement  to  the  State,  and  he 
could  get  his  patent  right  from  the  State,  or  I  would  give  up 
my  certificate  and  get  my  money  on  the  land,  and  would  pav 
me  for  my  ti-ouble  and  expenses,  so  I  need  not  lose  anything 

Q.  And  you  got  the  oxen  and  sold  them  to  Mr.  Long. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  yon  find  in  the  law  that  after  yon  had  bought 
a  piece  of  land  and  got  a  certificate  that  you  had  a  right  to 
return  it  and  have  your  certificate  canceled,  and  get  your 
money  back?  Can  you  refer  us  to  the  law— tel!  us  where  the 
law  will  he  found  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  yon. 

Q.  Row  did  you  know  you  could  get  your  money  back  if 
there  is  nothing  in  the  law  ? 

A.  I  did'nt  know  it  till  I  was  told  of  it. 

Q.  Who  told  you  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Van  Dunham.  I  don't  think  I  talked 
with  any  one  else  in  regard  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  any  one  else  on  the  subject,  whether 
you  conld  get  your  money  back  or  not  ? 

A.  Don't  remember  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Robinson  i 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Edmonds  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.,  Have  you  ever  talked  with  Edmonds  at  all  in  regard  to 
this  matter  ? 
A.  I  have  talked  ivith  him  at  my  house  ia  Coldwater. 
Q.  Did  jou  have  your  certificate  canceled  and  get  your  mo- 
ney back  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  Who  paid  you  your  money  ? 

A.  It  was,  I  think,  Mr.  Van  Dunham,     He  sent  it  to  me  in 
a  letter. 
Q.  That  was  sent  to  you  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  your  certificate  after  you  had 
got  the  order  ? 
A.  I  think  I  sent  it  to  Mr.  Van  Dunham. 
Q.  Did  you  assign   the  certificate,   or  do  anything  with  ib 
only  to  send  it  back  ? 
A.  I  don't  think  I  did, 

Q,  Did  you  divide  the  profits  in  this  fransitetion  with  Van 
Dunham  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  I  did.     1    don't  think   tliere  was 
any  to  divide. 
Q.  Van  Dunham  held  yoar  note  for  *loi)  borrowed  monev  ? 
A.  Out  of  land  matters  ? 
Q.  No,— for  borrowed  money. 
A.  Well,  he  haa  held  my  notes  a  nnmber  of  times. 
Q.  When  you  entered  into  these  land  matters,  didn't  ho  have 
your  note  for  tl50. 

A.  He  might  have  had, — yes,  I  think  he  had  one.     1  bor- 
rowed some  money  of  Van  Dunham  before  he  came  to  the 
office  here  at  all. 
By  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  You  said  he  had  your  note  when  he  came  hc-rc'f 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Van  Dimham  deliver  up  tliis  note   to 
you? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Presiding  Officer— Tiie  Coiirt  ivill  take  aii  informal 
receea  of  ten  minutes. 

After  recess  the  questioning  was  continued. 

Question.  I  was  asking  you,  if  I  remember  rightly,  in  regard 
to  whether  Mr.  Van  Dunham  gave  up  to  you  a  note  he  held 
against  yon  for  borrowed  money,  in  consideration  of  profits 
arising  out  of  this.  What  was  it  about  that  uote,  and  about 
the  profits.    Te]l  me  all  about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have  told  you  all  there  was  about  it.  That  I 
made  a  proposition.  In  the  first  place — I  will  tell  you :  When 
we  were  talking  of  buying  land,  I  asked  him  why  he  did  not 
purchase  swamp  lands,  and  he  told  me  he  had  no  right  to, 
while  he  was  engaged  in  tbe  office.  I  told  him  I  would  like  to 
get  some  farming  lands,  if  I  could,  a  few  pieces  for  my  boys. 

Q.  I  asked  you  the  question  directly.  Did  he  give  that  note 
iip  to  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  pay  him  any  money  for  the  note  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember.    I  sold  him  a  horse. 

Q.  Did  he  give  you  up  tbe  note  on  account  of  what  he 
received  out  of  these  lands  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that,  whether  he  did  or  not.  I  have 
had  more  or  less  deal  with  him  for  the  last  three  or  four  years. 

Q.  Yon  say  the  arrangement  was,  he  was  to  have  a  half 
interest  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Have  you  not  given  him  a  half  interest  ? 

A.  Not  hardly. 

Q.  Has  he  had  any  of  it  ? 

A.  I  have  given  him  some. 

A  Senator  sent  to  the  Chair  the  following  question,  wjiieb 
the  Secretary  read : 

"  Question.  What  time  was  it  you  bad  the  conversation  with 
the  Commissioner  at  your  house  in  Ooldwater  in  relation  to 
the  Bouck  transaction  ?" 
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Answer.  I  conld  not  give  you  the  date  exactly.  It  Wiis 
iiboTit  the  time  Mr.  Bouek  and  some  one  from  his  vicinity 
came  up  here  to  see  abont  the  land.  3Ir.  Edmonds  told  me 
they  came  over  the  day  before  he  came  over  home.  He  came  to 
see  me  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Did  he  inform  you  at  that  time  as  to  anything 
with  regard  to  jiretting  your  money  back,  if  you  gave  up  your 
certificate  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  told  me  that  at  that 
time 

Q.  Did  lie  not  tell  you  he  would  give  you  your  money  back  '^ 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did.  He  told  me  that  Mr 
Bouck  was  a  poor  man,  and  he  wanted  I  should  be  as  easy  on 
Jiim  as  I  could. 

%  AVhatpurtof  the  money,  if  any,  did  Van  Dunham  send  to 
yon,  that  was  refunded  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  the  question. 

Q,  Money  that  you  got  back  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Jle  sent  me  $47.20. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  that  was  refunded  'i 

A.  That  was  the  amount, 

Q,  For  tills  particular  "forty?" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  lie  send  that,  by  check  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  currency  sent  in  a  letter. 

Q.  It  was  not  sent  by  draft  ? 

A.  It  was  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  talk  to  you  with  regard  to  any  other 
land  at  the  time  referred  to,  at  your  house  ? 

A.  I  tiink  he  spoke  of  a  piece  of  land  I  bought  in  Tuscola 
county,  and  I  told  hlni  I  had  sold  it  some  ten  days  or  two 
weeks  ago  hclbre  that, 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  sell  it  ? 

A.  To  a  man  bv  the  name  of  Hovt. 
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Q.  Did  you  get  $450  for  it  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Van  Diinhan  had  an  interest  in  that  ? 

A.  I  gave  him  a  part  of  it, 

Q.  What  proportion  did  you  give  him  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  now  how  much  I  did  give  him, — some- 
thing like  *100. 

Q.  Did  you  go  up  and  see  tliat  land  before  yon  bought  it,  in 
Tuscola  ?    Did  yon  see  the  land  ? 

A.  I  suppose  I  did;  I  did  not  know  at  the  time— 

Q.  AVas  that  before  you  bought  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.-  Do  you  know  whether  that  was  licensed  land,  or  not  ? 

A,  I  do  not  remember  whether  it  was. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  it  was  laud 
that  had  been  licensed  to  Adam  Woolover  ? 

A.  I  (hink  it  was ;  I  did  not  know  at  the  time  I  was  there 
tiiat  this  was  the  piece  of  land  I  was  buying.  The  man  I  got 
my  information  from  said  it  must  be  either  that  piece  of  land 
or  the  piece  adjoining  it.  The  piece  adjoining  there  was  no 
one  on.    He  said  it  was  worth  more  than  this  piece. 

Q,  This  piece  there  was  some  one  living  on  V 

A.  I  saw  a  house.  I  did  not  know  whether  there  was  any 
one  living  on  it.  1  suppose  it  was  some  half  mile  from  the 
road, 

Q.  Did  you  buy  tJic  land  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  file  any  alhdavits  of  uon-settlement  or  abandon  - 
ment? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  procure  any  to  be  filed  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  remember  of. 

Q.  Did  you  of  the  land  in  Shiawassee  county  ? 

A.  No,  I  think  not. 
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Q.  Was  it  before  you  bought  the  land  that  you  were  up  in 
Tuseola — before  you  bought  the  Woolver  land  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  long  after  you  were  there  before  you  purchased  the 
land  ? 

A.  A  short  time, — I  do  uot  remember  how  many  days  after 

Q.  Who  gave  yon  the  description  of  this  land  ? 

A.  Mr.  Van  Dunham  helped  me  look  up  all  the  lands. 

Q.  What  was  Mr.  Van  Dunham's  position  in  the  office? 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  tell  you  that. 

Q.  Draughtsman  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Yon  spoke  about  three  months'  proof;  how  did  he  ascer- 
tain whether  the  three  months'  proof  had  been  filed  in  these 

A.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Did  he  designate  on  the  plats,  any  way  that  you  could 
tell  whether  the  proofs  had  been  filed,  or  not  ? 

A.  He  said  they  had  not  been  filed,  if  he  told  me  anything. 

Q.  He  told  you  they  had  not  been  filed  ? 

A.  I  think  he  told  me  so. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  after  you  were  up  there,  before  you 
bought  this  laud  ? 

A.  I  told  yon  I  did  not  know  exactly  how  long  it  was. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  apply  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  tJiink  I  gave  the  money  to  Mr.  Robinson  for  that  ])ieee 
of  land. 

Q,  What  amount  ? 

A.  195, 1  think.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  wanted  to  buy  it 
with  scrip,  and  I  told  him  I  did. 

Q.  Yon  made  a  personal  application  lor  that  hind  ? 

A.  T  think  I  did, 

Q.  Not  by  letter? 

A.  I  think  I  made  a  personal  application  for  it.  It  is  my 
impression  that  I  did, — T  would  not  be  certain. 
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Q,  Did  you  get  a  patent  or  ii  certificate  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  for  certain  ivhieli  I  got.  It  is  my  Jm- 
pressioo  that  it  was  a  patent. 

Q.  Did  you  buy  some  land  out  in  Eaton  county  ? 

A.  40  acres. 

Q.  What  was  that, — licensed  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  was  licensed  land. 

Q.  What  interest  did  Mr.  Van  Dunham  have  in  that  ? 

A.  Not  any. 

Q.  Then  he  only  had  an  interest  in  those  on  which  he  fur- 
nished you  the  evidence  ttat  the  three  months'  proof  had  not 
been  filed  ? 

A.  He  did  not  furnish  mo  any  evidence.  I  went  to  look  at 
another  piece  of  licensed  laud,  but  did  not  buy  it. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  buy  it '! 

A.  There  was  a  man  on  it,  who  thought  that  his  house  was 
either  on  there,  or  on  the  40  nesfc  to  it. 

Q.  Is  that  the  reason  jou  did  not  buy  that  ?  Why  did  you 
buy  Bouck's  and  Woolover's  when  they  were  living  on  it  ? 

A.  Because  this  neighbor  wanted  I  should  buy  it;  he  said 
it  would  be  a  blessing  to  his  family  and  his  neighborhood. 

Q.  AVould  you  buy  it  to  accommodate  Woolston,— he 
wanted  you  to  buy  Woolover  out,  so  as  to  get  him  out  of  the 
neighborhood  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  when  t  bought  that  land,  that  there  waR 
any  one  on  it. 

Q.  You  saw  the  laud '' 

A.  I  saw  the  laud. 

Q,  Saw  the  house  ? 

A.  I  told  you  I  did  not  know  which  of  those  pieces  it  was, — 
the  piece  that  was — the  piece  that  was  not — 

Q,  Did  you  not  see  several  gentlemen  right  there  at  Mr. 
Woolover's  land,  and  talk  with  them  about  those  decriptions  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  you  see  any  oue  ? 

k.  J  saw  two  men  across  the  wood  from  that  place  ? 
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Q.  Did  jon  not  tjilk  vnth  them  about  tlie  descriptions  of 
tand? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Immediately  across  tlie  wood  from  thf  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  ivere  men  that  lived  in  that  vicinity '' 

A.  They  were ;  tlioy  were  at  H'orb  there, — had  jnst  moved  in, 
I  should  think. 

Q.  You  told  them  the  descrijitions  you  ^vere  looking  after  r' 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  could  not  tell  you  the  descriptions  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  they  said  it  must  he  that  or  the  piece  nest  to  it 
that  there  was  no  one  on. 

Q,  Then  you  say  you  would  not  have  bought  Bouek'a  land 
if  Mr.  Woolston  had  not  wanted  you  to  hiiy  it  to  get  Mr. 
Bonck  out  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  say  I  would  not  iiave  bought  it  if  he 
had  not. 

Q.  Have  yon  purchased  any  other  lands  besides  tiie  land 
-that  yon  have  stated,  from  the  State  ? 

A.  I  think  not ;  I  think  those  are  the  only  pieces. 

Q.  Did  you  buy  a  piece  np  in  Gratiot  'f 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  buy  that  V 

A.  I  bought  it  of  Mr.  Clarke. 

Q.  Which  Clarke  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  his  given  name ;  his  son  is  in  the  oifice. 

Q.  0.  B.  Clarke  ? 

A,  Yes,  air. 

Q.  You  made  the  bargain  with  Harry  Clarke  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Paid  the  money  to  Harry  Clarke  V 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  At  what  time  was  it  that  you  got  the  plats  of  Van  Dun- 
ham? 

A.  It  was  in  the.eveQing, 
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Q.  What  did  you  pay  him  for  those  plats  'i 

A.  I  did  not  pay  him  anything. 

Q,  How  many  plats  did  yoa  get — plats  of  how  many  towns  'i 

A.  I  could  not  tell  anything  about  it. 

Q.  A  dozen  or  fifteen  towns  ? 

A.  I  should  think  likely,  the  different  pieces. 

Q.  You  paid  nothing  for  the  pJats  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Did  not  you  know  that  the  law  required  the  plats  should 
be  paid  for  to  the  State  ? 

A.  I  paid  him  in  the  way  I  told  you. 

Q.  You  paid  him  for  his  interest  in  the  land,  but  did  you 
pay  anything  to  the  State  for  these  plats  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  Mr.  Edmonds  what  you  would  give  for 
the  Shiawassee  lands  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Ever  have  any  talk  with  him  about  it  'i 

A.  No  more  than  what  I  told  you. 

Q.  Is  that  your  handwriting  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  what  land  is  it  you  refer,  in  this  letter?  [Presents  a 
paper  to  the  witness.] 

A.  The  Bouck  land.  That  the  man  that  went  with  me  to 
show  me  tlie  land,  I  think  it  was,  telling  me  about  Mr.  Chalker, 
offered  him  $300  for  that  land.  He  wanted  to  get  him  off  the 
place.  He  told  me  the  reason  why ;  he  planted  corn  there, 
and  what  he  did  not  take  for  green  corn,  he  took  in  the  fall, 
for  his  oxen. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  sajing,  "  I  find  that  I  was  right. 
I  haye  the  patent  if  you  have  a  certificate,"  ? 

A.  It  was  a  mistake  probably. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  President :  I  would  like  to  read 
this  letter.    [Mr.  Huston  read  the  letter,  as  follows :] 
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[EXHIBIT   FF.] 

State  of  Miceioan,  State  Lanu  Offici:,  j 
Lansing,  October  23,  1871.  \ 

Mr.  Woolston— i^ear  Sir — I  find  that  I  was  right.  I  have 
the  patent  for  that  iO  that  we  went  to  look  at, — the  N,  W.  \  of 
S.  W., — and  it  is  for  sale.  I  want  yon  to  see  that  man  that  you 
spoke  to  me  about,  and  see  if  he  wants  it.  I  can  give  him  a 
patent  for  a  deed  right  from  the  State,  or  a  certificate,  just  as 
he  prefers,  as  I  have  it  in  niy  own  possession  and  have  it  paid 
for.  I  wish  you  to  see  him  and  get  his  propositions,  and  write 
me  what  he  will  give  for  a  deed  of  it  right  from  the  State, 
That  40  of  tamarack,  etc. 

Yours  truly, 

S.  y.  COENELL. 

P.  S. — When  you  write  direct  to  me  in  carc  of  Van  Dun- 
ham. 

Direct  your  letters  to  S.  V.  Oornell,  in  care  of  Van  Dnn- 
liam,  Lansing,  Michigan. 

S.  V.  c. 

Mr.  Manager  Hustoii — Tiiat  portion  of  the  letter,  in 
reference  to  the  "40"  of  tamarack,  etc.,  is  not  material. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane  : 

Question — Did  yon  have  any  general  agreement  ivith  Van 
Dunham  to  pay  him  a  compensation  for  these  lands  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  particular  agi-eement. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any? 

A.  What  you  might  call  an  agreement.  [  told  him  I  woiild 
give  him  a  half  interest. 

Q.  That  was  in  Shiawassee  land  V 

A.  In  the  whole. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  give  him  a  half  interest  in  the  land 
you  sold  to  Ilojt  ? 

A,  We  have  had  no  settlement  at  all  yet. 

Q.  You  owe  that  to  him,  then,  under  your  agreement  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  When  was  that  agreement  made  ? 

.1,  I  ca,nnot  remember  exactly  the  time. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  make  it  ? 

A.  I  made  the  proposition  myself  to  him.  I  told  him  like 
this;  He  said  he  had  no  right,  when  I  asked  him  the  ques- 
tion, why  he  did  not  Invest  in  it  himself. 

Q.  How  came  you  to  ask  him  that  question 't 

A.  Well,  I  think  he  told  me  at  my  place,  that  there  was  a 
chance  to  invest  money  in  swamp  lands,  in  some  of  the 
swamp  lands  that  were  very  wet  years  ago;  they  had 
been  ditched  and  drained,  so  that  they  were  good  lands 
now;  and  then  I  asked  him  why  he  did  not  invest 
himself,  and  he  told  me  the  reason  why;  and  I  told  him 
I  had  a  few  hundred  dollars  that  I  could  put  into  lands 
that  would  be  of  benefit  to  my  boy,  and  that  I  would  invest  it 
if  he  would.  He  said  he  could  give  me  the  plats  of  them,  and 
I  told  him — then,  said  I,  I  will  buy  some  of  them  if  I  can 
find  some  that  will  suit,  and  I  will  give  you  a  half  interest  for 
your  help. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  ': 

A,  I  don't  know  that  he  said  anything  about  it  at  idi, 

Q.  But  ho  caried  it  out  ? 

A.  Yes,  we  have  been  rather  partners  in  horses  and  bug- 
gies, and  every  such  thing,  for  years.  We  have  been  partners 
iu  other  matters  for  four  or  five  years. 

Q.  That  was  the  agreement  which  you  say  was  not  particu- 
lar ;  that  was  the  substance  of  it  'i 

A.  Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  way  I  understood  the  matter,— that  I 
was  to  give  him  a  half  interest  in  what  I  bought. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  purchased  any  other  lands  than  thosL- 
mentioned,  in  which  he  has  had  an  interest  ? 

A.  No,  sir.    I  have  spoken  of  all  the  pieces  I  bought. 

Q.  That  he  had  an  interest  in  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  that  agreement   still   continue;  is   it   understood 
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between  you  and  Van  Dunham  that  that  agreement  etiU  con- 
tinues ? 

A.  YeB,  I  suppose  so.  We  have  never  had  any  diftfereut 
talk. 

Q.  You  say  that  money  was  sent:  back  to  you  in  currency  ? 

A.  Yes;  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  bills  of  the  forty-seven  doilara  ? 

A.  I  will  not  be  certain  whether  it  was  all  sent  back  or 
whether  he  had  paid  some  of  it  when  he  came  there;  but  I 
know  I  got  147.50. 

Q.  Did  he  send  any  back  ? 

A.  Yes,  eir. 

Q.  By  letter  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect  what  amount  ? 

A.  It  was  my  impi-ession  it  was  the  whole  of  it;  but  it 
might  not  bave  been. 

Q.  You  don't  recollect  whether  SCfs  or  lO's. 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  recollect.  I  think  there  was  one  "  twen- 
ty" and  the  rest  smaller  bills. 

Q.  It  is  yoiir  impression  the  whole  Ciimu  at  once  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  liow  he  got  t]iat  money  from  the  oflice !' 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  I  understand  it  ha/l  been  paid  over  to  the  office;  that 
you  paid  it  when  you  bought  the  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  to  Robinson,  you  thought? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know.  I  could  not  say  whether  I  paid  it  to 
Hobinson,  or  whether  he  drew  it  out  on  my  check.  I  had 
some  money  deposited  here  in  the  bank. 

Q.  Did  you  not  pay  it  to  Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  pay  it  to  Van  Dunham, 

Q.  You  cannot  say  whether  you  gave  him  a  cheek  or  not  f 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  I  wrote  to  him  to  buy  it  for  me,  or 
whether  I  paid  for  it  myself  after  I  came  back. 
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CROSS-EXAMINATION  OF   S,  T.   COKNELL. 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Qnestion.  You  spoke  of  a  conversation  which  you  had  witli 
the  Commissioner  at  your  house.  State  whether  yoa  had  any 
conversation  with  him  previous  to  that  abont  these  lands  or 
any  of  them  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  all;  no  sir. 

Q.  State  whether  previous  to  that  you  had  any  conversation 
with  him  about  an  arrangement  between  you  and  Van  Dun- 
ham ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  he  had  any  knowledge  of  the  arrangement 
between  you  and  Van  Dunhan  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  that  he  had. 

Q.  Please  give  that  conversation  you  had  with  him  at  your 
house? 

A.  As  I  stated  here,  he  said  that  the  county  treasurer  came 
up  with  Bouek  and  wanted  he  should  see  me,  and  do  the  best 
he  could  to  huy  the  land,  and  tell  me  he  wanted  I  should  be 
as  easy  as  I  could,  for  he  was  a  poor  man ;  and  I  then  told  him 
that  I  would,  and  sat  down,  and  I  think  he  made  the  figures ; 
and  I  told  him  what  expense  I  had  been  to,  and  I  gave  him 
the  amount  and  told  him  he  might  write  to  that  eSect,  and  he 
said  he  would ;  and  then  he  spoke  of  this  piece  in  Tuscola. 
It  was  Mr.  Huston,  I  think  it  was,  that  was  here  to  see  about 
it,  and  I  told  him  that  piece  was  sold ;  I  had  sold  it  ten  days 
or  two  weeks  ago.  That  is  all  that  I  can  recollect  that  was 
talked  of. 

Q.  State  whether  there  was  anything  said,  in  that  conver- 
sation,— if  so,  what, — about  letting  you  have  the  lands ;  if  he 
had  known  that  there  were  settlers  on  it,  or  a  settler  on  it. 

A.  I  think  that  Mr.  Edmonds  did  say  he  would  not  have  let 
me  had  it,  if  he  had  known  there  was  a  settler  on  it ;  and  then 
I  went  on  to  tell  him  what  this  Woolston  told  me,  up  there. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  right  to  purchase  this  class 
103 
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of  lands, — about  their  being  in  the  market, — a  legal  title, — or 
any  thing  of  that  kind  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  that  lie  did,  and  I  don't  remember  but 
he  did.    If  he  did,  he  said  I  had  a  right  to  purchase  them. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said,  in  that  conversation,  about  Mr. 
Van  Dunham  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  any  one  else  having  an 
interest  in  that  land  but  yourself  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  there  been,  at  any  time,  between  yourself  and  Mr. 
Edmonds? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Edmonds  have  any  interest  in  any  of  those  transac- 
tions of  yours  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  jou  know  he  had  any  knowledge  of  them  at  all  until 
after  they  were  brought  to  him  officially  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  he  did. 

Q.  Yon  said  Van  Dunham  furnished  you  ten  or  fifteen 
plats? 

A.  Well,  he  might  have  furnished  me  with  as  many  as  that. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  ten  or  fifteen  plats,  ten  or  fifteen 
pieces  of  paper  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Different  pieces  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  wlien  you  wrote  to  Bouck,  you  told  him  you  had  a 
patent  for  it,  and  you  could  give  him  a  patent  for  a  deed  from 
the  State  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  it  seems  so  from  the  letter. 

Q.  Did  you  know  then,  the  difference  between  a  patent  and 
a  license  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  didn't. 

Q.  Or  certificate  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 
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Q,  Do  you  koow  whether  you  had  a  patent  or  not  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  know  now  that  it  was  a  certificate  that  I 
got 

Q.  What  do  you  mean,  that  you  could  give  him  a  patent  for 
a  deed  from  the  Stat«  ? 

A.  I  meant  I  coUld  give  him  a  deed  from  the  State. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  the  deed  was  to  be  made  from  the 
State  to  Bonck,  you  holding  the  certificate  ?  What  was  you 
to  do  with  the  certificate  i* 

A.  I  didn't  know  anything  about  it;  I  didn't  pretend  to 
know.    I  neyer  was  inside  of  a  land  office  until  I  was  here. 

Q.  These  plats  that  you  got,— were  they  minutes  of  town- 
ships or  sections? 

A.  Township  plats,  I  think. 

Q,  Showing  the  whole  town  and  the  sections  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

RE-ESAMISfATION  OF  S.  Y.  COKNELL. 

Examined  hy  Mr,  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question.  You  say  you  did  not  have  a  knowledge  of  how 
this  business  was  to  be  transacted,  in  order  to  get  a  deed  from 
the  State  for  Bouck, — no  definite  knowledge.  How  did  you 
get  and  from  whom,  what  knowledge  you  do  have  ?  You  seem 
to  have  some  idea,  as  appears  from  that  letter.  Who  told  you 
about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  got  it  from  Mr.  Van  Dunham.  I  did 
not  have  any  talk  with  any  one  else.  In  fact,  he  was  the  only 
one  I  was  well  acquainted  with. 

Q.  Did  you  get  it  fi-om  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  So,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  couversatlon  with  the  Commissioner 
ahoutit? 

A.  None  at  all. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — Tliat  ia  all. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  these  orders.    State 
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whether  those  are  in  your  handwriting  or  not,  [Showing  wit 
nees  a  boot] 

Answer.  The  signature  is  my  handwriting. 

Q,  Is  the  signature  to  each  one  of  them  your  liandwriting, 
or  only  the  last  one  ?    Yours  is  the  lower  one  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  wrote  those  orders  ?  Are  they  not  in  Mr,  Van 
Dunham's  handwriting  ? 

[The  following  are  copies  of  the  papers  shown  to  witness ;] 

I    i    I 


r  Stale  Land  OJks: 

I  hereby  apply  to  purchase  the  above  description  of  land. 
Inclosed  please  find  purchase  money. 

Lansing,  Ocioher  27,  1871. 

SAMUEL  V.  CORNELL. 
Gom'r  Stats  Land  Office,  Lansing  : 

I  hereby  apply  to  purchase  the  N.  W.  i  of  S.  W.  \  Sec.  36 
T.  7  N.J  range  4  E.  Enclosed  find  $50  to  pay  for  same.  Use 
scrip  and  return  balance. 

SAMUEL  V.  CORNELL. 

Octoher  19ih,  187  J. 

Answer.  I  should  think  they  were. 

Q.  Those  are  the  orders  for  the  land  in  Shiawassee  and  Tus- 
cola counties  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  1  think  so. 

Q.  Then  the  orders  were  made  by  Mr,  Van  Dunham, — that  is, 
drawn  up  by  him. 

A.  Yee,  sir;  I  should  think  that  was  Mr.  Van  Dunham's 
handwriting. 

HE-CROSS-EXAMINAl'ION   OF    S.   V.    CORNELL. 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan  : 

Question — What  is  the  fact  ?  Were  those  orders  made  by 
your  request  or  not? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir,  they  were, 

Q.  They  were  made  by  your  request  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

TESTIMONY  OP  VAN   DUNHAM. 

Van  Dunham,  a  witness  produced,  sivorn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  testi- 
fied aa  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  Coldwater. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  ? 

A.  I  have  no  business  at  present. 

Q.  What  was  your  business  during  the  year  1871  ? 

A.  Drtiughtfiman  in  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  When  did  you  commence  that  ? 

A.  I  think  in  February,  1871. 

Q.  What  were  your  duties  as  draughtsman  ? 

A.  Platting  and  draughting. 

Q.  What  portion  of  your  time  ^as  consumed  in  platting 
and  draughting  ? 

A,  Nearly  the  whole  time. 

Q.  Didn't  you  have  a  great  deal  of  leisure  time, — a  good 
many  days  yon  did  not  have  much  to  do  ? 

A.  During  some  portion  of  the  year. 

Q.  What  portion  of  the  year  were  you  at  leisure  ? 

A.  During  the  winter  season. 

Q.  How  many  days  were  you  absent,  during  the  year  1871, 
that  you  did  not  work  ? 

A.  I  don't  know. 

Q,  Can  you  tell  anywhere  near  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  as  I  could  guess  anywhere  near  it. 

Q.  Were  you  absent  fifty  days? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  could  guess  anywhere  near  it.  I  never 
kept  an  account  of  it. 

Q;  How  many  days  were  yoti  allowed  during  the  year  ? 
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A.  I  always  understood  that  the  rules  of  the  office  allowed, 
thirty  days  or  one  month. 

Q.  What  was  jonr  pay  ? 

A.  When  I  first  went  into  the  ofl3ce  it  was  $900,  afterwards 
it  was  $1,000. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  perquisites  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  no  perquisites. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  plats  for  which  you  didn't  receive 
pay? 

A,  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  lave. 

Q,  Was  it  not  frequently  the  case  that  you  made  plats  and 
delivered  them  to  a  party  without  collecting  any  money  and 
paying  over  to  the  Treasurer,  or  paying  over  to  Mr.  Barnard, 
to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  it  w^s  not  frequently  the  case. 

Q.  Did  you  furnish  plats  to  any  one  besides  Mr.  Cornell 
that  you  were  not  paid  for  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  ever  did.  I  don't  remem'ier  of  any 
instance. 

Q.  Don't  remember  any  other  instance  except  that  of 
Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Herbert  H.  Hoyt  of  East  Sagi- 
naw ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am. 

Q.  He  paid  you  1125,  did  he  not  ? 

A.  He  paid  me  $125. 

Q.  What  did  he  pay  you  $125  for  ? 

A.  He  paid  me  $135  because  he  said  he  considered  he  owed 
me  that  amount. 

Q,  What  for? 

A,  Services  that  I  had  rendered  him. 

Q.  What  were  the  services  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  as  I  could  tell  you  exactly  what  they  were ; 
I  had  done  a  good  many  things  for  him,  through  (he  of- 
fice and  outside  of  the  office. 
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Q.  Did  yon  furnish  him  auy  plats  ? 

A.  I  furnished  him  plats. 

A.  Did  yon  furnish  him  any  plats  for  Tuscola  and  Sanilac 
countieB? 

A.  I  could  not  say  positively  ;  I  think  it  very  likely  I  did, 
though. 

Q.  When  was  it  he  paid  you  the  $125  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  How  long  ago  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember;  it  must  have  been  some  time  during 
the  year  1871. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  spring,  summer,  or  fall  ? 

A.  I  would  not  be  positive  about  it ;  I  think  iE  must  have 
been  in  the  fall,  though. 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  he  paid  you  the  money  ? 

A.  In  East  Saginaw. 

Q.  Was  it  at  East  Saginaw,  or  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  at  East  Saginaw. 

Q.  In  his  office  in  East  Saginaw  ? 

A.  At  his  office.  I  am  not  positive  about  it ;  I  think  I  am 
quite  positiTe,  too,  that  it  was. 

Q.  Was  that  after  he  had  bought  the  landin  Sanilac  county? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Was  it  after  you  delivered  him  the  plats  of  Tuscola  and 
Sanilac  counties  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell.  I  don't  remember  when  I  delivered  him 
the  plats.  I  am  not  certain  that  I  made  such  plats  for  him.  I 
know  I  furnished  some  plats  ibr  him.  I  don't  remember  what 
plats  they  were. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  ns,  definitely,  what  you  understood  that  he 
paid  you  that  |135  for?   What  kind  of  services? 

A.  Well,  sir,  I  remember  I  had  conversation  with  him  once, 
and  he  stated  that  ho  was  dealing  qnite  largely  in  lands,  and 
ehonld  want  a  good  many  favors  through  the  office,  outside  of 
regular  business  transactions ;  and  he  would  like  to  have  some 
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one  here  that  lie  could  depend  on,  to  furnish  him  any  infor- 
mation that  he  might  want,  and  said  that  he  would  be  willing 
to  pay  for  it,  and  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  do  so,  and  I  told 
him  I  would ;  and  I  frequently  wrote  him,  in  regard  to  certain 
matters,  according  to  the  hest  of  my  knowledge.  I  supposed 
it  was  in  consideration  of  such  seryice  as  that, 

Q.  Did  you  furnish  him  any  plats  showing  land  that  had 
been  licensed  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  yoa  mark  those  upon  the  plats  so  as  to  desig- 
nate that  they  were  licensed  lands. 

A.  I  don't  remember  exactly  the  marts  which  we  used  to 
use, — different  marks ;  checked  them  in  some  manner  on  the 
plat  across  the  description  and  then  explained  the  checks  on 
the  margin  of  the  plats,  usually. 

Q.  How  did  you  designate  that  the  proof  had  not  been  filed, 
— the  three  months'  proof? 

A.  I  say  I  don't  remember.  I  did  designate  it  in  some  man- 
ner, and  explained  it  on  the  margin  of  the  plats, — never  had 
any  regular  rule  for  that. 

Q.  But  upon  those  plats  that  you  delivered  to  Mr,  Hoyt, 
you  designated  the  licensed  land,  and  also  designated  the  fact 
that  the  three  months'  proof  had  not  been  filed,  and  explained 
it  on  the  margin  of  the  plats? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  I  did  these  particular  plats.  I  made 
such  plats  for  him ;  but  whether  it  was  these  plats  that  you 
are  speaking  of,  I  don't  know.  I  think  I  made  plats  for  him, 
and  designated  the  licensed  lands. 

Q.  That  is  what  you  mean  by  "  such  plats  ?" 

Q.  That  you  did  designate  the  licensed  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  yon  state  any  other  party  who  paid  you  money  for 
similar  services,  or  for  any  other  services,  when  you  was  in  the 
office? 
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A.  I  don't  know  that  I  can  give  you  the  name  of  any  other 
parties. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Marr  in  East  Saginaw? 

A.  No,  air. 

Q.  Don't  you  remember  of  selling  to  a  gentleman  in  Saginaw, 
a  piece  of  land,  or  the  minutes  of  a  piece  of  land,  that  contained 
105  acres,  last  fall  ? 

A.  I  think  I  do, — yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  bis  name  Marr  ? 

A.  It  might  have  been  Marr.  It  was  a  gentleman  that  I  was 
not  acquainted  with,— not  personally  acquainted  with. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  when  it  was  you  aold  him  the  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not 

Q.  When  was  it  yon  first  had  a  conversation  with  him,  in 
regard  to  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  It  was  at  the  office, — the  Land  Office. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  him  in  regard  to  it  ? 

A.  My  remembrance  of  it  is,  that  this  man, — if  it  is  the 
man — I  did  not  know  him — I  do  remember  of  a  man  coming 
there — I  presume  likely  it  is  the  same  piece  of  land — I  was 
making  some  plats  for  him.  That  piece  of  land  I  think  was 
reserved  to  the  books  of  the  office,  and  he  inquired  of  me 
whether  the  reserve  was  good  or  not, — whether  it  could  be 
bought.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know ;  I  bad  not  examined  it, 
and  supposed  the  reserve  was  good. 

Q.  Who  was  it  reserved  to  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  reserved  to  W-  C.  Bush. 

Q.  Of  Saginaw  City  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  where  he  is  from,    I  don't  know  him. 

Q.  What  further  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Marr? 
A.  I  told  bim  to  speak  to  the  Commissioner  about  it,  and 
if  the  reserve  was  not  good  he  could  undoubtedly  buy  it,  and 
he  wanted  I  should  do  so.  I  was  busy  at  the  time,  and  he 
was  going  right  out  of  town  he  said,  and  he  wanted  I  should 
do  80,  and  try  to  get  that  piece  of  land  for  him ;  that  if  I 
104 
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could  get  it  he  would  pay  me  well  for  it,  I  think  that  was  the 
subEtauce  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  the  CommisBioner  about  it? 

A.  I  did  afterwards  speak  to  the  Oommissiouer  about  it, — 
called  his  attention  to  that  piece  of  land.  I  did  not  speak  to 
him  about  this  conversation, — called  his  attention  to  the 
reserve,  and  asked  him  if  the  reserve  was  good. 

Q,  Wljat  else  did  you  say  to  the  Commissioner  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  saying  anything  further  to  him. 

Q.  Yon  simply  asked  him  if  that  reserve  was  good  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  ho  say  when  you  asked  him  ? 

A.  He  said  that  he  would  examine  it.  I  remember  he  made 
the  remark  at  the  time,  that  he  was  going  over  all  those  re- 
serves, that  there  was  a  number  of  them  that  he  found  had 
been  on  the  hooks  for  a  long  time  that  were  not  good,  that 
had  been  put  on  before  he  came  into  the  office,  and  as  fest  as 
he  came  across  them  he  was  removing  them,  and  he  would 
look  that  up ;  and  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two,  he  did  look 
that  up. 

Q.  Did  you  sec  him  when  he  looked  it  np  ? 

A.  I  did  not  see  him  look  it  up. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  about  it  afterwards  ? 

A.  He  said  to  me,  afterwards,  that  he  had  looked  it  up,  and 
found  that  Bush  had  no  credit  in  the  office,  at  all,  and  that 
the  reserve  was  not  good ;  that  he  could  not  hold  the  land,  I 
think  he  took  his  rubber  and  marked  the  reserve  nfF  at  the 
same  time. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  mark  it  off,  or  did  you  rub  it  off? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Edmonds  did.  He  may  possibly  have  told 
me  to  do  so.    I  could  not  he  positive. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  personally  have  charge  of  that  part  of 
the  business  of  the  office, — looking  over  these  reserves, — or 
did  Mr.  Barnard,  or  Robinson  ? 
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A,  Mr.  Edmonds,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  frequently 
took  personal  charge  of  every  department 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  about  this  piece 
of  land. 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did, 

Q.  Mr.  Robinson  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  of  having  any  talk  with  any  other 
persons, 

Q.  After  Mr.  Edmonda  rubbed  this  off,  then  you  wrote  Mr. 
Marr  that  he  could  buy  the  land,  did  you  not,  and  made  a 
proposition  what  you  would  sell  it  to  him  for? 

A.  I  would  not  be  positive.  I  know  I  wrote  him ;  what 
I  wrote  to  him  I  could  not  say,  now. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Marr,  when  you  talked  with  him  in 
the  otBce,  that  that  piece  of  land  was  reserved,  but  you 
thought  you  could  get  it  for  hitn  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not.  I  told  him  if  I  found  the  reserve  was 
not  good,  that  I  knew  I  could  not  get  it, — that  he  could  get 
it, — that  I  could  get  it  for  him, — that  I  know  the  Commis- 
sioner would  remove  it  if  it  was  not  good. 

Q.  Did  you  not  about  a  week  after  Mr.  Marr  wus  in  the 
office  write  to  Mr.  Marr,  at  Saginaw,  and  say  to  him  that  you 
had  got  that  land  and  could  sell  it  to  him  for  $175  or  1900? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 

Q.  Have  you  got  a  copy  of  the  letter  that  yon  wrote  him  ? 

A.  I  have  not ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yoa  keep  a  copy  of  the  letter,  in  the  letter-book  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not 

Q.  Is  it  not  rulahle,  in  letters  that  pertain  to  the  l>uBiness  of 
the  office,  to  keep  copies  ? 

A.  It  is  not  rulahle  to  keep  copies  of  clerks'  private  corre- 
spondence. 

Q.  Then  this  waa  a  private  correspondence, — that  between 
yon  and  Marr  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  You  were  not  doing  business  in  behalf  of  the  State  ? 

A,  I  was  doing  it  for  Mr.  Marr. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  you  stated,  in  that  letter,  that  you 
had  got  the  land  and  could  sell  him  the  land  ? 

A,  I  think  very  likely  that  was  the  substance  of  the  letter; 
I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Marr  afterwai-ds  ?  Did  he  come  here  after 
you  wrote  the  letter  ? 

A,  I  think  not,— that  Marr.  I  think  there  was  a  man  came 
here  who  said  he  was  a  brother.    It  was  another  Marr. 

Q.  Not  the  one  that  talked  with  you  first  ? 

A  No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Yon  were  out  of  town  when  he  came  here,  were  yon  not '? 

A.  I  don't  remember.    I  do  not  think  I  was. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  that  Barnard  said  to  you,  that 
Marr  was  there,  and  was  waiting  for  you  to  return, — come  to 
see  about  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  Barnard  said  he  told  Marr  that 
you  had  gone  out  to  get  the  land  of  this  party,  and  that  he 
would  be  back  in  time  for  Mr,  Marr  to  get  the  land  and  go 
home  on  the  afternoon  train  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  thing.  I  do  not  think  Bar- 
nard told  him  any  such  thing. 

Q.  What  do  you  remember  about  any  such  conversation  as 
that? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  anything. 

Q.  Where  did  you  first  see  Marr  that  day? 

A  I  think  I  saw  him  in  the  office. 

Q.  Was  he  in  the  ofiice  when  you  went  in  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  "What  amount  of  money  did  he  pay  you  for  that  land  ? 

A.  I  would  not  be  positive;  I  think  the  amount  wsis  $175. 

Q.  Where  did  he  pay  you  the  money  ? 

A.  At  the  office. 
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Q  Who  paid  the  State  for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  furnished  the  money. 

Q.  There  was  a  patent  issued  that  day  to  Mr.  Webster,  waa. 
there  not, — the  man  Marr  wanted  it  deeded  to  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Q,  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  money  ? 

A.  The  land,  I  think,  was  applied  for  by  Mr.  Dwynell,  and 
I  furnished  the  money.    The  saie  was  made  to  him. 

Q.  Then  this  is  the  same  piece  of  land  that  after  Bush  made 
hifl  application  you  went  down  to  Mason  and  had  Dwynell 
apply  for  ? 

A.  My  remembrance  is  that  Bush'a  application  had  been  for 
a  long  time  on  the  book, 

Q.  After  Marr  came  and  talked  with  you  with  regard  to  this 
land,  and  you  fo'^nd  it  reserved  on  Mr,  Bush's  contract,  you 
went  down  to  Mason  and  got  Dwynell  to  make  an  application  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  Bush  had  any  contract. 

Q.  He  had  it  reserved  in  the  office  ? 

A.  It  was  marked  to  him. 

Q.  You  went  down  to  see  Dwynell  at  Mason,  and  had  him 
make  an  application  for  the  land  ? 

A.  After  I  ascertained  that  Bush's  application  was  not  good 
for  anything. 

Q.  Was  it  before  or  after  you  wrote  to  Marr  that  you  went 
doivn  and  had  Dwynell  apply  ? 

A.  I  think  it  must  have  been  before. 

Q.  How  long  after  Dwynell  applied  for  the  land  wai  it  that 
you  sold  it  ? 

A,  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  You  had  a  certificate  issued  t-)  Dwynell  then,  did  you 
not? 

A.  The  certificate  issued  to  Dwynell,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  Marr  go  down  to  Mason  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q-  Who  did  go  down, — Webster,  or  did  you  go  alone  ? 
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A,  I  don't  remember  that  any  one  did. 

Q.  I  mean  wlien  you  went  down  and  got  Dwjnell  to  assign 
the  certificate  fclie  second  time.  Yon  went  down  to  Dwynell 
twice,  did  yoa  not  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  Marr  paid  yon  tliat  money  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

A.  I  say  I  think  it  was  in  the  Land  Office ;  I  am  not  cer- 
tain about  tiiat. 

Q.  He  paid  yon  $175? 

A.  I  think  that  was  the  amount 

Q.  How  much  did  the  land  coat  you  ?  What  did  you  have 
to  pay  the  State  for  it  ? 

A.  It  cost  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  an  acre. 

Q.  In  cash  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  entered  with  scrip. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  in  scrip,  or  in  money  ? 

A.  A  dollar  and  a  quarter  in  scrip. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  scrip  ? 

A.  I  think  the  scrip  was  gotten  from  Barnard. 

Q.  Wm.  A.  Barnard  &  Co. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  When  you  got  the  money  from  Bush,  yon  paid  Wm.  A. 
Barnard  &  Co.  for  the  scrip  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q,  When  did  you  pay  him  ? 

A.  Barnard  must  have  had  his  money  before  he  fumiahod 
the  scrip. 

Q.  "  Must  have  had  ?"  What  do  you  knoin  ahout  it, — about 
when  Barnard  was  paid  ? 

A.  I  know  when  I  handed  in  the  application  of  Mr.  Dwy- 
uell's,  I  handed  in  the  money  with  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  hand  in  the  application  the  same  day  Marr 
was  there  ?  Was  not  there  where  you  had  been  when  Barnard 
said  yon  were  out  of  town  to  get  the  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  think  that  money. had  been  handed  in  and  the 
certificate  issued  two  or  three  weeks  previous  to  that. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PKOCEEDINGS  OP  THE  COURT.  831 

Q.  Do  you  eay  you  paid  in  the  money  to  Barnard  &  Co,  the 
eame  day  the  certificate  was  issued  to  Dwynell  ? 

A.  The  same  day  or  previous  to  that.  The  certificate  may 
have  been  issued  the  same  day, — I  do  not  remember. 

Q,  Did  you  ever  have  auy  other  transactions  of  that  kind 
while  yon  were  draughtsman,  when  you  had  applications  ftir 
lands,  and  you  had  other  parties  apply  for  reserved  lands  ? 

A.  Very  frequently. 

Q,  Will  yon  state  some  other  case  wheru  you  did  the  same 
thing,  and  sold  the  land  ? 

A.  I  did  not  state  I  did  the  same  thing  very  frequently, 

Q.  Did  you  in  any  other  case  have  a  similar  transaction  to 
this  one  ? 

A.  No,  sir;  I  don't  remember  of  any. 

Q.  Jfever  any  other  case  in  which  you  had  land  reserved  in 
some  one's  else  name, — had  a  certificate  issued  by  some  one 
else  for  your  benefit  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  of  any  other  circumstance. 

Q.  Did  you  state  how  you  were  applied  to  for  this  piece  of 
land  when  you  got  the  certificate  of  Dwynell.  Did  you  do 
the  business  with  Mr.  Robinson,  or  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say;  I  do  not  rLmember 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  jon  did  the  business  with  Mr. 
Eobihson,  Mr.  Barnard,  or  the  Comnii'isioner '' 

A.  I  am  quite  positive  I  did  I*-  eithei  with  Mr.  Robinson 
or  Mr.  Barnard. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  positively  about  it  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember;  no.  I  suppose  I  handed  the  appli- 
cation to  which  one  of  them  happened  to  be  present  at  the 
time. 

Q.  Was  that  application  in  your  handwriting  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Whose  handwriting  was  it  in  V 

A.  I  think  it  was  in  Mr.  Dwynell'e. 

Q.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  ])ateuts  of  the  land  in 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


832  THIAL  OF  CHARLES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Gratiot  county, — licensed  land,  that  you  and  Mr,  Clark  went 
up  to  look  at.  Will  you  state  what  you  know  about  that 
land? 

A.  I  know  it  is  a  pretty  good  piece  of  land, 

Q.  "When  was  it  that  jou  went  to  see  that  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  "Was  it  lastsnmnier? 

A,  I  think  it  wa^  last  summer. 

Q,  Or  was  it  in  the  fall  ? 

A.  I  could  not  state  the  month ;  I  think  it  was  last  summer. 

Q,  You  and  Mr.  Clarke  were  gone  two  or  three  days  to  look 
at  this  land,  were  you  not? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  just  how  Joug  we  were  gone. 

Q.  "What  day  of  the  week  did  you  go  away  ? 

A.  I  think  on  Saturday. 

Q.  When  did  you  return  ? 

A.  I  am  no  positive;  I  think  on  Monday,  though. 

Q.  When  did  you  buy  the  land  F 

A.  I  did  not  bny  the  laud. 

Q.  When  was  the  land  bought,— on  the  day  you  returned,' 
on  Monday,  or  the  next  day  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  bought  at  all,  or  not '! 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  it  was  bought. 

Q.  Who  made  the  application, — who  wrote  it  down,  I  mean, 
— who  did  the  writing  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  ? 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  it  ? 

A.  I  never  saw  it. 

Q.  Were  you  to  have  any  interest  in  the  profits  made  on  that 
piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  were  to  have  a  half  interest? 

A,  I  think  Mr.  Clarke  gave  me  half  the  profits  when  it  was 
Bold. 
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Q.  Do  yon  not  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Mr,  Clarke 
wrote  oat  the  application  for  that  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Yon  never  saw  the  application  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember; — I  might  have  seen  it; — I  don't 
remember  ever  seeing  it 

Q.  Who  first  directed  your  attention  to  that  piece  of  land  in 
Gratiot  county  ? 

A.  I  could  not  toll  you. 

Q,  How  far  is  it  from  Here  ? 

A.  Perhaps  30  miles. 

Q.  What  does  it  cost  for  a  horse  and  buggy  to  go  ont  there  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  Cannot  you  tell  me  something  about  it  ? 

Objected  to  as  immaterial. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  propose  to  follow  it  up,  if  I  can  get 
from  him  anything  about  what  such  a  trip  coat  him,  by  asking 
him  what  information  he  had  in  regard  to  the  land,  that  in- 
duced him  to  incur  the  expense.  My  object  is  to  get  at  how 
he  came  to  select  iO  acres  of  land  in  Gratiot  county,  and  go 
to  look  it  up.  My  object  is  to  find  out  from  whom  he  got 
the  minutes. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  do  not  see  how  this  question  can 
lead  to  that. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — You  will  remember  this  witness  is 
on  the  other  aide  of  the  question. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  do  not  know  that  I  can  change 
the  rule  as  to  materiality  or  immateriality.  The  objection  is 
sustained. 

Question.  When  was  it  that  you  and  Mr.  Clarke  first  talked 
about  going  to  see  this  particular  piece  of  land  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Who  spoke  about  it  firat  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say. 
105 
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Q.  You  cannot  tell  whether  you  spoke  to  Mr,  Clarke,  with 
regard  to  it,  first,  or  Mr,  Clarke  to  you  ? 

A.  No,  I  cannot, 

Q.  You  have  no  idea  how  long  it  was  before  you  went  out 
to  look  at  the  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  and  Jlr,  Clarke  ever  had 
any  conversation,  with  regai-d  to  the  land,  before  you  went 
at  all? 

A.  I  think  it  very  likely  we  must  have.  I  do  not  remember 
the  time,  or  what  the  conversation  was. 

Q,  You  do  not  remember  anything  about  the  conversation  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  did  you  get  for  that  piece  of  land? 

A.  I  think  it  was  $300. 

Q.  "What  was  your  share  of  the  profits? 

A.  My  share  was  half  the  profits ;  I  do  not  remember  what 
it  was. 

Q,  You  know  what  the  land  cost,  don't  yon  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  what  it  cost ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  You  don't  know  anything  about  that  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  what  it  cost ;  it  was  probably  entered 
with  scrip,— what  the  scrip  cost  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  You  each  paid  a  part  of  the  purchase  money  of  the 
scrip? 

A.  No,  sir;  we  did  not. 

Q.  Did  not  pay  an  equal  proportion  ?  Did  you  not  pay  any 
part  of  the  expenses  in  getting  the  land  ? 

A.  I  think  on  that  trip  I  paid  something.  I  remember  of 
stopping  at  a  hotel  once  or  twice  and  paying  some  expenses. 

Q.  Well,  who  did  pay  for  the  land,  to  the  State  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you.    I  suppose  Mr.  Clarke  did. 

Q.  Harry  E.  Clarke  ? 

A.  His  father,  I  suppose, — the  man  that  bought  it.  Hia 
father  bought  it. 
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Q,  How  ia  it  that  Harry  Clarke's  father  advanced  the  money 
to  buy  this  land,  and  then  when  he  sold  it  that  he  divided  the 
profits  equally  between  yourself  and  his  son ;  why  did  he  do 
tiat? 

A,  He  probably  thought  a  good  deal  of  us — wanted  to  do 
something  for  us. 

Q.  Now,  sir;  do  you  say  that  that  is  the  reason,  that  it  was 
out  of  friendship  for  you  that  0-  B.  Clarke  gave  you  half  of  that 
money  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not;  1  suppose  that  0.  B,  Clarke  really  was 
doing  it  for  his  son.  He  had  no  thought  or  perhaps  no  knowl- 
edge of  raj  having  anything  to  do  with  it  at  all. 

Q.  You  know  Mr.  Cornell,  I  suppose  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  having  any  land  transactions  with 
him? 

A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  ■• 

A.  I  could  not  give  you  the  dates. 

Q.  Well,  what  month  ? 

A.  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  you  the  month;  it  was 
some  time  during  the  past  year. 

Q.  It  was  the  mooth  of  October,  was'nt  it.  Is'nt  that  your 
recollection  that  it  was  ia  the  mouth  of  October  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  it  was  in  the  month  of  October. 

Q.  What  time  would  jou  say  it  was  ? 

A.  I  think  it  must  have  been  during  the  past  fall  sometime. 
What  month  I  would  not  be  positive  about. 

Q.  What  piece  of  land  do  you  refer  to,  wae  during  the  fall 
that  you  was  interested  with  Mr.  Cornell  in  ? 

A.  I  think  I  was  interested  with  Mr.  Cornell  in  a  certain 
matter  in  a  number  of  pieces. 

Q.  Will  you  give  ns  one  of  the  pieces?  Tell  us  where  one 
of  them  was. 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  conid  give  you  the  description  of 
any  of  the  pieces. 
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Q.  Not  the  esact  description,  bat  the  county, — was  there  one 
in  Tuscola  county? 

A,  There  was  one  in  Tuscola  eonuty, — yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  gave  Cornell  the  minutes  of  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  yon-    I  presume  very  likely  I  did. 

Q.  That  was  the  piece  that  was  licensed  to  Adam  Woolorer, 
wasn't  it,  that  you  refer  to  F 

A.  It  was  a  piece  that  was  licensed.  I  don't  remember  who 
it  was  licensed  to. 

Q.  How  did  you  ascertain  that  it  was  licensed  ? 

A.  I  ascertained  from  the  records  of  the  office. 

Q.  Well,  how  are  they  kept  ? 

A.  On  journals  and  ledgers, 

Q.  How  is  it  marked  upon  the  plat?  Can  you  tell  from  the 
plat-hooks  if  the  piece  is  licensed  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  It  is  marked  on  the  plat-hook,  with  the  num- 
ber of  the  license. 

Q.  The  letter  "  L  ?" 

A.  The  letter  "L,"  indicating  that  it  is  licensed,  and  figures 
to  indicate  the  number  of  the  license, 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  book  by  which  yon  can  determine  the 
same  thing  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  that  book  called  ? 

A,  It  is  what  would  he  called  the  sales-book,  or  record-book 
of  licenses. 

Q.  Wliat  is  it  usual  to  record  in  that  book  ? 

A.  The  name,  date,  and  number  of  the  license. 

Q.  Did  you  have  access  to  that  book  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  they  record  anything  else  in  that  book  except 
licenses  ? 

A,  Nothing,  I  think,  but  licensed  lauds. 

Q.  This  three  months'  proof  that  I  have  heard  spoken  of, 
— do  they  keep  a  record  of  those  in  that  book  ? 

A.  They  did. 
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Q.  Now,  when  you  made  these  plats  for  Mr.  Cornell,  and 
showed  that  the  lands  were  marked  licensed  on  the  plats,  did 
yon  examine  this  record  to  see  whether  the  three  months'  had 
heen  filed  ¥ 

A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  And  gave  him  that  information  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  that  information  before  you  went  to 
look  at  this  land  in  Tuscola? 

A,  If  I  ever  gave  him  any  such  information  at  all,  I  think  I 
must  have  given  it  to  him  when  I  gave  him  the  plats. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  or  Mr.  Cornoll  paid  the 
money  for  that  laud  ? 

A.  I  never  paid  any  money  for  Mr.  Cornell. 

Q.  Didn't  you  pay  in  the  money  to  Mr.  Barnard  for  the  scrip 
to  take  that  land  ? 

A.  I  would  not  be  certain.  I  might  possibly  have  done  so. 
If  I  did  do  so,  it  was  Mr.  Cornell's  money.    I  did  it  for  him. 

Q.  You  wrot«  the  application,  didn't  you  ?  The  application 
is  in  your  handwriting. 

A.  I  don't  remember.  If  it  is  in  my  handwriting,  very  likely 
I  wrote  it. 

Q.  Then  you  don't  remember  in  regard  to  this  piece  of  land, 
or  the  other  pieces,  wfietiier  yon  paid  the  money  in,  or  Mr, 
Cornell  paid  the  money  in  to  Barnard  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Q.  What  interest  had  you  in  this  land  in  Tuscola  county  ? 

A.  I  had  no  interest  in  it  at  that  time. 

Q.  When  did  you  become  interested  in  it  ? 

A,  I  could  not  give  you  the  date. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  have  a  half  interest  in  that  piece  of  land  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  have  an  understanding  or  agreement  with 
him  by  which  I  was  to  have  a  half  interest  with  him  in  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  hundred  dollars  of  the  money  that  Mr. 
Oomellgotof  Mr.  Hoyt? 

A.  I  think  I  had  more  than  that. 
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Q,  What  amount  did  you  have  ? 

A.  I  coiild  not  give  you  the  amount;  I  think  it  was  more 
than  a  hundred  dollars. 

Q.  Waa  you  interested  in  the  land  that  Mr.  Cornell  bought 
in  Shiawassee  county,  that  was  licensed  to  Bouck? 

A.  I  think  I  had  an  interest  in  that,  too. 

Q.  A  half  interest  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  act  as  agent  for  Mr.  Cornell  in  negotiating  a  set- 
tlement with  Mr.  Bouck  for  that  land  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  not  in  negotiating  a  settlement,  I  did'nt. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  paper.]  Will  yon  look  at  that  paper  ? 

The  Witness — I  think  the  settlement  was  made  prior  to  the 
date  of  this  letter. 

Question.  Is  that  your  handwriting  ? 

A.  That  is  my  handwriting,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  write  that  letter  ? 

A.  I  wrote  that  letter  becaase  I  got  one  prior  to  that, 
that  I  thought  needed  such  an  answer. 

Q.  Wasn't  you  acting  as  the  agent  of  Cornell  in  regard  to 
these  different  pieces  of  land, — the  Woolover  land  and  the 
Bouck  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  might  have  been. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  you  corresponded  with  Mr.  Cornell  in 
regard  to  this  piece  of  land,  and  also  corresponded  witli  parties 
in  Shiawassee  county,  in  making  the  arrangements  for  selling 
the  land  to  Bouck  ? 

A,  I  don't  think  that  I  did.    No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  letter  that  yon  wrote  upon  the  subject? 

A,  I  don't  think  that  I  ever  wrote  any  letter  te  Bouck  or 
Corneirin  regard  to  selling  tliat, 

Q.  Did  yon  wi-ite  to  Long? 

A.  I  wrote  that  letter  to  Long. 

Q.  What  did  Mr,  Cornell  get  for  that  land, — a  patent  from 
the  State? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  he  got  a  certificate. 
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Q.  What  tind  of  a  certificate  ? 

A,  A  certificate  such  as  the  Oommiasiouer  of  the  Land  Office 
issues. 

Q.  What  is  eaUed  a  certificate  of  purchase  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  he  took  a  certificate  iostead  of  a 
patent  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not 

Q,  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Cornell,  at  the 
time  you  were  proposing  to  settle  with  Boncb,  in  regard  to  his 
getting  his  money  back  from  the  State  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  eonveraation  with  him  on  tliat 


A.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  did  have  a  conversation  with  him 
in  regard  to  his  getting  his  money  back,  in  case  it  w^is  given 
up  to  the  settler  of  it. 

Q.  How  did  yon  tell  Mm  he  could  do  it? 

A.  I  told  him  he  could  do  it  by  surrendering  his  certificate. 

Q.  Surrendering  it  to  who  ? 

A.  The  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office. 

Q.  Why  did  you  tell  him  that  ? 

A.  I  think  I  heard  the  Commissioner  say  that  he  was  going 
to  get  Mr.  Cornell  to  surrender  his  certificate  or  patent,  and  in 
case  he  could  do  so,  he  wanted  to  patent  it  to  this  settler. 

Q.  Didn't  you  understand  that  it  was  the  practice  in  the 
ofEce,  when  a  certificate  was  surrendered,  tliat  the  Oommis- 
sioner  would  cancel  it  and  restore  the  land  to  the  market? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  suppose  that  he  would  cancel  it  and 
restore  the  land  to  the  market.  I  considered  this  an  extra- 
ordinary case, 

Q.  You  considered  this  an  extraordinary  case  ?    Why  ? 

A.  Because  the  Commissioner  had  ascertained  that  there 
was  a  man  living  on  the  land,  and  had  made  improvements  on 
it,  and  he  thought  the  settler  ought  to  have  it. 
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Q.  Mr.  Comoll  went  down  to  look  at  the  land  before  he 
bought  it  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Q.  Didn't  y oil  and  Mr.  Cornell,  each,  know  that  there  was 
a  settler  living  on  it,  before  you  bought  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  don't  know  that  I  knew  it  at  the  time  it  was 
bought 

Q.  Didn't  you  testify,  before  the  investigating  committee, 
that  you  knew  there  was  a  man  living  upon  that  land,  when 
that  land  was  bonght  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  say  you  didn't  know  anything  about  a  settler 
on  the  land  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  of  having  any  anch  knowledge.  I  do 
not  think  that  I  did  know  it. 

Q.  When  you  first  went  into  that  office,  it  was  the  rule  to 
require  proof  of  abandonment,  was  it  not,  or  non-aettlement, 
before  the  Commissioner  would  sell  any  land  that  had  been 
licensed  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  still  the  rule,  provided  there  has  been  three 
months'  proof  filed  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  hour  of  twelve  o'clock  having 
arrived,  the  Seiiat«,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeachment,  will 
take  a  recess  until  two  o'clock. 


Lansing,  Friday,  P.  M.,  May  10, 187S. 
The  Senate  met  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  fern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  proclamation. 
Roll  called:  quorum  present. 

TESTIMOiTY   OF  VAK   DUNHAM,   CONTINCED. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  If  I  remember  right,  I  was  asking  you  when  the 
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Court  adjourned  in  regard  to  the  time  wlien  the  rule  was 
changed  in  reference  to  making  proof  of  non-settlemeafc  or 
abandonment  of  licensed  land  ? 

Answer,  I  do  not  know,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  the  rule 
was  ever  changed. 

Q,  From  what  source  have  yoti  knowledge  ? 

A.  My  knowledge  is  from  knowledge  of  the  law,  and,  so  far 
as~my  observation  has  gone,  the  custom  of  the  office.  So  far  as 
I  know,  it  has  always  been  the  custom  of  the  ofiBce,  though  I 
have  understood  differently  lately. 

Q.  You  gathered  your  information  with  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter of  proof,  in  the  office  ? 

A.  In  the  office,  and  from  the  law  itself, 

Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  the  Commissioner  say  anything 
about  it. 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  I  have. 

Q,  Never  talked  with  him  on  the  subject  at  any  time  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  conversation. 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Commissioner  sometime  in 
October  did  change  the  rule,  and  held  that  where  three  months' 
proof  was  not  filed,  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  have  any 
proof  of  any  settlement  ? 

A.  Bo,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that  the  rule  was  changed, — aa  I 
say,  I  supposed  that  it  had  been  the  rule  all  along. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  that  in  the  spring  or  summer  he  re- 
quired proof  of  non-settlement? 

A.  Not  in  case  where  there  had  been  no  three  months'  proof 
filed. 

Q.  You  did  not  know  how  that  was  ? 

A.  I  supposed  it  was  the  other  way — that  they  did  not 
require  proof  in  such  cases. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  occasion  of  my  being  at  the  office 
last  February. 

A,  I  think  I  do.    I  remember  your  being  at  the  office. 

Q.  That  ia  where  you  first  saw  me,  was  it  not, — at   the 
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A.  That  ie  where  I  first  saw  you. 

Q.  You  saw  me  talk  with  the  Commissioner  that  day,  and 
with  Barnard  and  Eobinson  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  Did  you  understand  the  subject  I  was  talking  with  them 
about? 

A.  I  did  not,  only  through  you  afterwards. 

Q.  Where  were  you  at  the  time  we  were  talking  ? 

A.  I  think  I  waa  called  into  the  Commissioner's  private 
office  to  see  you. 

Q.  At  the  time  I  was  talking  witli  the  Commissioner  and 
Mr.  Barnard  and  Mr.  Robinson,  where  was  I  ? 

A.  I  am  not  sure.  My  remembrance  is  that  you  were  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  office.  I  saw  you  talk  with  Mr.  Barnard  at 
his  desk,  aud  withfMr.  Robinson. 

Q.  After  that  the  Commissioner  took  me  in  his  prirate  office, 
did  he  not  ? 

A.  I  know  you  were  in  his  private  office. 

Q.  Do  jou  not  remember  when  I  went  into  the  private  of- 
fice? 

A.  I  do  not.  I  do  not  know  that  I  saw  you  after  you  went 
in. 

Q.  After  I  went  into  the  private  office,  did  Mr,  Edmonds  go 
out  and  bring  you  into  the  office  ? 

A.  I  remember  Mr,  Edmonds  came  and  spoke  to  me,  and 
said  you  wanted  to  speak  to  me  in  the  other  office. 

Q.  When  he  brought  you  into  the  office  and  gave  the  usual 
introduction,  did  ho  not  immediately  1  eave  the  office,  and  leave 
yon  and  me  in  there  together? 

A.  I  am  not  sure ;  it  is  my  impression  that  he  did  do  so. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  me  there  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  On  what  subject  ? 

A.  With  regard  to  a  certain  piece  of  land  in  Tuscola 
county. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PEOCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  843 

Q.  What  piece  was  it  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  the  description. 

Q.  Was  it  the  licensed  piece  that  was  in  dispute,  or  Mr. 
Woolover'e  ? 

A.  A  piece  tliat  Cornell  had  bought, 

Q.  You  understood  it  to  be  the  licensed  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  I  had  a  talk  with  you  upon  that  subject  at  that  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  said  in  that  conversation  by  yonrself  with  re- 
gard to  your  being  au  agent  for  Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  there  was  anythiog  said  about 
that. 

Q.  Did  we  have  any  other  business  together,  except  with 
regard  to  that  piece  of  laud  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — We  object.  Is  it  not  better  to  ask  tlie  wit- 
ness what  the  fact  was  ? 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  objection  is  as  to  the  form  of 
the  question  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — It  is  quite  immaterial  what  the  statement  of 
the  witness  was  to  Mr.  Huston,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  unless  it 
can  be  explained  and  made  material.    I  object  to  it. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston— Mr.  President,  I  was  in  hopes  this 
might  go  through,  without  ajiy  explanation,  because,  as  the 
Court  can  see,  the  witness  is  an  unwilling  witness,  and  cer- 
tainly a  witness  that  we  have  a  right  to  put  direct  questions 
to.    There  cannot  be  any  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  Shipman — We  do  not  object  on  that  ground. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Wliat  is  your  ground  of  objection  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — Immaterial. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — We  claim  that  the  testimony  is 
materia),  for  this  reason,  as  we  shall  show,  we  think,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court,  hy  other  witnesses. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  care  nothing  about  hearing  any 
argument  upon  that  side;  I  shall  allow  the  witness  to  answer 
the  question.    I  suppose  it  will  make  no  difference  because 
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the  conTersation  was  between  the  Honorable  Manager  and  any- 
one else ;  but  there  has  been  bo  much  tostimooy  aa  to  conver- 
Bations  between  this  witness  and  other  parties,  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  just  as  legitimate  as  any  other  testimony. 

Qaestion.  Did  you  haye  any  other  business  together  except 
with  regai'd  to  this  particular  piece  of  land  ? 

Answer.  Yon  have  questioned  me  with  regard  to  that  par- 
ticular piece  of  land ;  I  do  not  remember  any  conversation  on 
any  other  subject. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  inform  mo,  that  time,  that  you  were  the 
agent  of  Mr.  Cornell,  and  you  would  write  to  Mr.  Cornell  and 
see  bow  the  matter  stood,— what  Mr,  Cornell  would  take  for 
■the  land  ? 

A.  I  think  I  told  you  I  would,  at  yonr  request,  write  to  Mr, 
Cornell.    I  do  not  think  I  told  you  I  was  his  agent. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  yon  did  his  business  for  him  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  did ;  I  do  not  remember  saying  it. 

Q,  You  were  interested  in  this  piece  of  land  of  Mr.  Wool- 
over'a  ? 

A,  I  did  Lave  an  interest  in  that  piece  of  laud. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know,  at  the  same  time  you  were  talking  to 
me  about  a  baa-gain  between  Mr.  Woolovcr  and  Mr.  Cornel!, 
that  Mr.  Cornell  had  sold  the  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  know  it. 

Q,  "Why  did  you  not  inform  me  ? 

A,  I  did  inform  you  to  that  effect. 

Q.  Why  did  you  agree  with  me  to  correspond  with  Mr.  Cor- 
nell if  you  had  informed  me  you  had  sold  the  land  ? 

A.  At  your  request. 

Q.  You  say  now  you  told  mo  yon  had  sold  the  land,  in  that 
conversation  ? 

A.  I  say  now  that  I  told  you  at  that  time  that  I  thought 
Cornell  had  sold  the  land;  that  it  was  out  of  his  possession 
entirely;  and  I  remember  also  that  you  said  you  knew  it  was 
not  sold, — that  he  had  not  sold  it. 
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Q,  Where  were  you  at  the  tune  Edmonda  calM  upon  yoti  to 
come  and  see  mc  ? 

A.  At  my  desk. 

Q,  Do  you  not  remember  that  Edmonds  came  with  me 
from  the  front  part  of  the  office,  took  me  to  the  door, 
opened  the  door,  and  I  walked  in,  and  he  turned  right  around 
and  went  back  and  calkd  you,  and  brought  into  the  office  ? 

A.  No,  I  do  not.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  see  you 
without  I  took  particular  pains,  as  my  back  was  turned  to  you 
at  the  desk. 

y.  You  sat  at  the  table,  near  the  back  end  of  the  ofBce  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  with  my  back  towards  the  passage-way,  at  the 
rear  of  the  office  ? 

Q.  Could  you  see  us  as  we  passed  by  you  into  the  back  end 
of  the  ofBce? 

A.  Not  without  turning  my  head.  I  may  hava  seen  you; 
I  do  uot  remember. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  were  there  in  that  office  ? 

A.  I  could  not  teli  you. 

Q.  What  was  the  average  number  of  clerks  ? 

A.  I  think  about  15. 

Q.  Are  you  interested  iu  a  piece  of  laud  in  Eaton  county, 
with  Cornell,  or  were  you  ? 

A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Were  you  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  think  I  was. 

Q,  Wliat  was  that, — State  swamp  land  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  got  any  other  lands  except  those  yon  have  men- 
tioned,— State  lands  ? 

A.  I  think  uot. 

Q.  Have  you  been  interested,  during  the  time  you  were  in 
the  office,  in  any  other  lands  ? 

A.  I  have,  during  the  time  I  have  been  in  the  office,  been 
indirectly  interested  iu  quite  a  number  of  pieces  of  land. 
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Q.  That  you  have  not  stated  to-day  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think,  some  that  have  not  heen  mentioned 
to-day. 

Q.  Lands  that  were  purchased  of  the  State  ? 

A.  Lands  that  were  oiiginally  purchased  of  the  State. 

Q.  Ton  were  interested  with  the  party  that  bought  of  the 
State  J 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think,  with  the  party  who  first  bouglifc  of  the 
State. 

Q.  Did  yon  have  any  otlier  ways  of  making  money  except 
that  of  selling  information,  and  heing  interested  in  the  pur- 
chase of  State  lands,  aside  from  your  salary  in  the  office  ? 

A.  Not  in  the  office. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  way  of  doing  business  that  was  con- 
nected with  the  office,  outside  of  the  office,  anywhere  in  the 
city  of  Lansing,  irith  any  parties,  by  which  you  had  made  any 
money. 

A,  No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

By  Mr,  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question.  Can  you  mention  the  names  of  the  parties,  aside 
from  those  you  have  mentioned,  with  whom  you  have  been 
interested  in  lands,  purchased  of  the  State? 

Answer,  No,  I  do  not  recall  any  one  else  with  whom  I  have 
been  interested.  I  said  I  had  been  interested  in  other  tracts  of 
lands. 

Q.  How  many  pieces  of  land  besides  those  you  have  men- 
tioned have  you  been  interested  in  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Five? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  There  have  been  three  mentioned,— liave  yoii  been  inter- 
ested in  four  ? 

A.  I  said  I  thought  I  had  been  interested  in  other  pieces. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  a  more  definite  answer  than  that  ? 

A.  No. 
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Q.  Your  memory  seems  to  be  treacherous  in  this  matter. 
Yon  recollect  what  the  conversation  was  between  you  and  Mr. 
Huston,  in  the  Cornel!  matter?  It  is  very  positive,  and  very 
accurate,  perhaps.  I  want  you  to  exercise  your  imagination  a 
little,  and  see  if  you  cau  recollect  the  names  of  one  single 
party,  besides  those  that  have  b^en  called  to  your  attention. 

A.  I  answered  your  question, — that  I  could  not  mention  the 
number  of  pieces. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  you  back  to  the  names  of  the  parties. 

A,  I  eay  I  don't  remember  that  I  have  been  interested  with 
other  parties,  but  I  have  in  other  pieces. 

Q.  What  other  pieces? 

A,  I  could  not  give  you  the  other  pieces. 

Q.  Where  were  they  located  ? 

A.  lam  not  very  certain,  but  I  think  there  was  another 
piece  of  land,  in  Tuscola  county,  that  Cornell  bought. 

Q.  Are  you  not  pretty  certain  it  was  in  Tuscola  county  ? 

A,  I  "would  not  say  that  it  was.    It  was  up  in  that  section. 

Q.  What  was  the  kind  of  land? 

A.  It  was  all  swamp  land. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  character  of  your  interest  in  that 
land? 

A,  The  character  of  my  interest  was  simply  an  agreement 
with  Mr.  Cornell,    I  never  liad  any  title, — no  conveyance. 

Q.  We  understand  that  you  would  not  dare  to  get  that. 
State  what  the  character  of  your  interest  was  ? 

A.  If  yott  would  be  a  little  more  explicit  I  would  under- 
stand you, 

Q.  What  kind  of  an  interest  did  you  have  ?  You  have  ex- 
plained the  kind  of  interest  you  had  with  Cornell,  in  two 
pieces.    Explain  the  kind  of  interest  yon  had  in  these  lands  ? 

A.  The  interest  was  the  same  kind  of  an  interest  that  I  had 
in  these. 

Q,  How  much  land  was  that?  AVhat  was  the  amount  of 
land  in  Tuscola  county? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  yon  the  amount 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


848  TRIAL  OF  CHAELES  A.  EDMONDS. 

Q.  How  mucli  money  did  you  get  for  it  ? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  that.  A  number  of  pieces  I  changed 
back  to  Cornell  again,  and  it  was  all  on  some  verbal  transac- 
tions,— by  word  of  mouth.  There  were  never  any  papers 
pasEed.    I  do  not  remember  them. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  yoxi  that  yoar  transactions  with 
Cornell  are  ao  frequent,  that  none  of  them  make  any  impres- 
sion upon  your  mind  ? 

A,  I  think  I  have  a  distinct  impression  in  my  mind  of  hav- 
ing such  transactions  with  him. 

Q.  Let  us  hear  about  this  other  piece  of  land,  in  Tuscola 
county. 

A,  I  have  given  you  that  distinct  impression.  My  impres- 
sion is  that  I  have  an  interest  in  that  land. 

Q.  You  cannot  state  what  it  was,  except  it  was  of  the  same 
character  as  the  other  ? 

A.  The  same  character  as  the  other,  I  think  it  was  a  half 
interest. 

Q.  Yon  do  not  know  what  money  you  received  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  You  recollect  how  much  salary  yon  were  to  get? 

A.  I  think  I  do. 

Q.  But  those  small  sums  of  $100  and  $200  you  do  not 
recollect  as  well  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Q.  Stretch  your  memory,  if  you  can,  and  see  if  yon  can 
relate  any  instance  where  you  had  any  interest  with  Mr.  Cor- 
nell? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any,  at  present. 

Q.  Do  you  pretend  to  say  that  you  did  not  have  any  other? 

A.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  so. 

Q,  Can  you  not  give  us  some  idea  of  the  number  of  pieces 
joi;  have  been  interested  in?  They  have  al!  transpired  since 
1871. 

A.  I  think  I  have  answered  the  question  a  number  of  time:?. 
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I  ■will  answer  it  again.    I  tlo  not  remember  tlie  nnmber  of 
pieces. 

Q.  Sometimes  a  man  recollects  at  one  time  wlien  he  forgets  at 
another.  I  did  not  know  bnt  yon  could  get  at  it.  Do  jou 
pretend  to  say  that  you  have  an  interest  only  in  four  pieces, — 
that  that  is  all  ? 

A,  I  did  not  say  so. 

Q.  I  say,  Do  you  say  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  so. 

Q.  Have  you  any  meaus  of  information  in  your  possession 
■which  would  enable  you  to  state  the  jiamber  of  transactions? 

A.  I  suppose  I  have  memoranda  of  all  the  transactions  with 
Ooraell  somewhere.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  lay  my  hands 
upon  them  at  any  time.  I  think  I  haye  them  in  my  possession 
somewhere. 

Q.  Are  they  in  Lansing  ? 

A.  They  must  be  in  Lansing. 

Q.  At  your  boarding  place  ? 

A.  Very  likely  at  my  boarding  place, —at  my  lodgings. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  them  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say.  I  say  I  tbinJt  I  have  them.  I  think 
they  could  be  found.    I  think  perhaps  I  could  find  them, 

Q.  Have  yon  had  arrrangements  with  any  other  man  besides 
Mr.  Cornell,  of  this  character, — any  other  person  in  the  State 
of  Michigan,  or  out  of  it  ? 

A.  No  sir,  I  think  not  ? 

Q.  Are  jou  sure  you  haven't? 

A.  I  am  quite  sure  I  haven't. 

Q.  That  you  would  swear  that  you  have  not? 

A.  I  suppose  I  am  swearing  now, 

Q.  Will  you  swear  positively  to  that? 

A,  I  will  swear  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  selling  information  In  the 
oflSce,  or  that  you  received  from  the  office  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  so. 
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Q.  Have  you  ever  sold  any  without  having  the  habit  ? 

A.  I  might  perhap.s  consider  it  a  sale.  Yes ;  I  have  given 
men  information  and  have  them  pay  me  for  it;  never  have 
made  a  regular  sale  of  it;  never  have  aslsed  them  to  pay  me 
for  any  such  thing. 

Q.  To  wliom  have  you  made  such  sales,  or  from  whom  liave 
you  received  such  gratuities, — that  seems  to  be  the  name 
here  ?  ■ 

A.  I  received  a  gratuity  from  Mr.  Hoyt,  for  one. 

Q.  That  was  $125  ? 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q.  IVom  who  else  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  one  else.  I  have  frequently  received 
small  amounts  from  strangers — ^persons  that  I  did  not  know. 

Q.  How  often  do  these  strangers  come  in  the  office  and  give 
these  gratuities  ? 

A.  It  is  quite  seldom.  I  remember  such  iostances  having 
transpired,  though,  while  I  was  there. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  reason  why  strangers  give  these  gratu- 
ities, and  parties  who  are  regular  dealers  in  the  office,  or  large 
dealers  in  land,  do  not  give  them? 

A.  I  think  I  have  given  you  an  instance  ivhere  both  parties 
did,— -strangers,  and  those  who  were  not. 

Q.  Mr.  Hoyt  gave  it  to  you  under  an  agreement.  That 
seems  to  have  been  a  species  of  contract  between  jou  and  them- 
selves. I  understand  these  others  are  mere  gratuities,  without 
any  contract. 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Hoyt's  was  the  same  tiling.  It  was  a  volun- 
tary offer  of  his. 

Q.  But  it  was  previous  to  your  business  contract  with  him 
that  he  said  he  would  pay  you  for  it. 

A.  Yes,  sir :  I  think  so. 

Q.  Now,  I  am  speaking  of  these  gratuities  that  are  purely 
such  where  you  have  no  previous  arrangement, — where  a  man 
putshis  hand  into  his  pocket,  or  something  of  that  kind,  and 
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hands  you  a  fee.  Can  you  mention  any  instance  of  that  kind ; 
■or,  rather,  the  question  was  this, — Why  is  it  that  strangers  do 
this  and  regular  dealers  do  not  ?  You  say  they  are  strangers 
to  you. 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
that  They  probably  tnow  more  about  it  than  I  do,  them- 
selves. I  should  think  very  likely  it  was  just  from  the  fact  of 
their  being  strangers,  though,  and  they  thought,  perhaps,  by 
that  means  they  would  get  favors  that  they  woxild  not  get 
-otherwise. 

Q.  Isn't  that  apt  to  be  the  case  in  that  oiKce  ? 

A.  I  do  ncj^t  know  that  it  is  apt  to  be  the  case. 

Q.  That  strangers  have  to  pay  in  order  to  get  the  same 
fayors  ? 

A,  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  any  such  thing. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  what  the  amount  of  these  gratuities 
would  be  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  have  not  kept  any  account  of  them.  It  was 
«mall,  however. 

Q.  You  are  not  in  the  Land  office  now  ? 

A.  I  am  not 

Q.  When  did  you  leave  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  abont  the  middle  of  April.  I  think  the 
16th. 

Q.  Are  you  one  of  the  clerks  that  the  Commissioner  forbid 
to  receive  these  gratuities, — did  he  ever  say  anything  to  you 
about  that  ? 

Q.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  do  not  think  the  Commissioner 
was  ever  aware  that  I  did  receive  any. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  there  in  tbe  ofKee  for  the  clerks  to 
receive  gratuities  ? 

Q.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  do  not  know  anything  abont 
what  the  other  clerks  do  receive. 

Q.  Each  clerk  takes  care  of  himself  in  that  respect  without 
paying  much  to  the  others? 
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A.  I  always  tried  to,  myself.  Idonotknow;  I  suppose  they 
do. 

Q.  Can  J011  state  the  highest  amount  which  jou  ever 
received  by  way  of  gratuity  ? 

A.  I  think  the  sum  that  you  have  named  here  from  Mr. 
Hoyt. 

Q.  Tliat  ivas  a  bargaiii  which  you  made  with  Mr,  Hoyt  ? 

A.  Other  transactions  aside  froJn  that. 

Q.  Yes,  aside  from  that? 

A.  No ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  teli  you  positively.  I 
think  not  to  exceed  five  or  ten  dollars. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  regular  customers  of  the  office,  or  the 
men  who  are  large  land  dealers  in  the  office,  ever  give  you  any 
gratuities  similar  to  this  that  you  got  of  Mr.  Hoyt  while  you 
were  there  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  I  remember  of  one  instance  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Who  waB  that  ? 

A.  A  Chicago  firm.  I  think  it  was  one  of  the  members  of 
the  firm  of  Carpenter  &  Co. 

Q.  How  much  did  he  give  yon  r 

A.  My  remembrance  of  it,  is  now,  that  he  gave  me  either 
five  or  ten  dollars. 

Q.  I  mean  these  large  gratuities, — I  mean  $125  ? 

A,  I  say  that  is  the  only  instance  of  that  kind  that  1 
remember  of. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  of  fifty  dollars  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  that  I  have.  I  do  not  remember  any;  no, 
sir,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Did  yoii  ever  receive  any  of  fifty  dollars  for  selling  infor- 
mation ? 

A,  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

Q.  Twenty-five  dollars? 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  have ;  I  say  that  the  largest 
amonnt  I  remember  of  is  110. 

Q.  Those  were  gratuitous  and  received  as  such.     I  mean, 
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where  you  made  a  rpgnlar  sale  of  information.    Did  you  ever 
Bell  any  minutes  ? 
A.  I  never  sold  any  minutes ;  no,  sir. 

CROSS-ESAMINAIION   OF    VAN    DUNHAM. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.   How  miich  leisure  did  you  have  iu  the  winter  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  any  very  definite  answer.  But 
very  litle  leisure ;  but  it  quite  frequently  happened  there  would 
be  a  time  iu  the  office  that  there  would  be  no  work  in  my 
department,  iu  the  winter  season. 

Q,  When  was  your  busy  season  ? 

A.  During  the  spring,  summer,  and  fall;  probably  during 
the  spring  the  heaviest  season. 

Q.  In  your  busy  season  do  yon  have  to  work  out  of  office 
hours  ? 

A.  I  have  done  so  very  frequently ;  yes,  sii'. 

Q.  State  whether  yon  made  plats  for  any  one  else  except 
Iloyt,  and  marked  the  licensed  lands  ? 

A,  I  think  1  have  made  them  I  do  not  know  that  I  can 
give  you  the  names.  I  think  I  made  them  foi  a  number  of 
different  parties, — quite  a  large  numlDcr 

Q.  What  was  the  practice  m  miking  plato  when  the  plats 
covered  licensed  lands,  with  reference  to  marking  the  licensed 
lands? 

A,  The  practice  was  to  mirk  thi.m  just  aa  th  y  requested 
them  to  be  marked.  If  th' y  requested  plat'5  ohjwing  vacant 
lands,  we  sent  them.  If  thc\  requested  plats  showing  vacant 
and  liceused  lands,  we  sent  them  also  They  frequently 
requested  plats  showing  vicant  ind  licensed  linds,  and  also 
marking  the  licensed  lands  that  h^d  been  forfeited 

Q.  Were  Mr.  Hoyt's  plats,  then,  exceptional  f 

A.  No;  Not  an  exception,  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  State  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  had  any  knowledge  of  your 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Hoyt,  as  far  as  you  know  ? 

A.  So  far  as  I  know,  he  had  lio  knowledge  of  it. 
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Q.  Did  he  have  any  knowledge  of  your  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Cornell  ? 

A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  inform  him  anytliing  .about  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  speak  with  you  abont  it  ? 

A.  I  think  the  only  time  he  ever  spoke  to  me  about  it,  was 
the  occasion  of  Mr.  Huston's  ^-isit  to  the  office,  that  we  wero 
speaking  about. 

Q.  State  whether  Mr.  Edmonds  had  any  interest  in  any  of 
this  land  that  you  were  int*?reated  in  ? 

A.  Mr.  Edmonds  had  no  interest  in  them  that  I  am  aware 
of. 

Q.  Do  jou  know  whether  he  had  any  knowledge  of  your 
having  an  interest  in  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  suppose  that  he  had. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  in  the  office,  so  far  as  you  know,  whore- 
by  Mr.  Edmonds  might  have  procured  such  knowledge  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  there  is  no  such  evidence. 

Q.  Do  the  records  show  your  name  connected  with  any  of 
those  land  transactions  ? 

A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  now,  whether  the  application  for  those 
two  pieces  of  land  bought  by  Cornell — whether  they  were 
written  by  you  ? 

A.  It  is  my  impression  now,  that  one  of  them  at  least  was 
written  by  me ;  I  wrote  it  for  him. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  writeany  applications  for  any  other  parties? 

A.  I  think  I  have,  but  I  don't  know  that  I  can  mention  an 
instance  by  name. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  of  the  other  clerks  are  in  the 
hahit  of  doing  that? 

A.  I  have  seen  it  done  frequently. 

Q.  State  under  what  circumstances  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  seen  Mr.  Clarke,  especially,  frequently 
write  applications  for  parties  who  came  there  to  buy  land,  call 
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for  the  plat-book  aud  look  it  over,  aud  found  descriptions  that 
they  wished  to  purchase,  and  simply  say  to  him, — it  was  hie 
business  to  wait  on  customers,  and  ho  would  tell  them  they 
would  have  to  make  a  formal,  written  application, — it  was 
very  frequent  that  a  man  was  not  familiar  with  the  form 
required,  and  they  would  ask  him  to  write  it,  and  I  have  seen 
him  frequently  write  them  and  sign  them  for  them, 

Q.  Yon  say  Mr,  Cornell  bought  the  piece  in  Shiawasse 
county, — ^he  took  out  the  certificate  of  purchase  ? 

A.  Yes,  sn-. 

Q.  Are  there  any  patents  issued  from  the  Commissioner's 
Office. 

A.  There  are  not.    Issue  nothing  but  certificates. 

Q.  Where  do  the  parties  get  their  patents  ? 

A,  In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  If  a  party  buys  land  in  Commissioner's  Office,  what  is  the 
paper  invariably  given  them  ? 

A,  It  is  a  certificate  of  pun^hase.  They  always  get  the  pat- 
ent for  him  if  he  wants  it,  or  he  can  take  a  certificate  of  pur- 
chase and  get  the  patent  himself. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any  specified  time  in 
which  a  party  must  get  a  patent? 

A.  I  think  there  is, 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  think  the  law  is  specific  on  that. 
You  will  not  prove  that  by  evidence. 

Mr.  McGowan — That  is  all  we  care  to  ask. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question,  Are  you  in  the  employ  of  the  office  now  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-fifth 
(Mr.  Waterbury)  sends  the  following  question,  which  the  Sec- 
retary will  read. 

The  Secretary  read  the  question,  as  follows : 

"When  you  make  plats  with  the  names  of  owners  of  pat- 
ented lands  and  licensed  lands,  with  field  notes,  swamp  land?, 
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rivers,  and  streams  marked  tliereou,  n'hat  price  do  you  get  for 
such  plats?" 
Answer.  I  think  the  usual  price  was  $1.50  a  plat. 

RE-BXAMINATION   OF  VAN   DrNHAM. 

Ee-examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor: 
Question.  Was  that  the  kind  of  plat  you  made  for  Cornell? 
Answer.  No,  sir.    It  was  not. 
Q.  What  kind  of  a  plat  was  that  ? 

A.  Simply  a  diagram  showing  the  sections  and  what 
descriptions  were  vacant. 

EE-CROSS-EXAMIKATIOK   OF  VAN   DUNHAM, 

Examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  What  were  the  fees  for  that  kind  of  plats  ? 
Answer.  Twenty-five  cents. 
Mr.  McGrowan — That  is  all. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — Mr.  Smith  is  in  the  room,  and  desires 
to  make  an  explanation  of  his  testimony  given  Wednesday. 
The  Presiding  Officer — Let  Mr,  Smith  be  recalled, 

OBED   SMITH   EECALLED   FOR  EXPLANATION. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question — You  may  make  the  explanation  now  that  you 
desire  to  make.    State  on  which  page  the  question  occurred  ? 

Answer— SI?  page,  second  column,  in  answer  to  question 
seventh  from  the  top, — Wednesday's  proceedings. 

Q.  Read  the  question  ? 

A.  "But  I  understand  that  of  all  the  land  to  Eipley,  you 
only  got  forty  acres  back  ?" 

Q.  Give  the  answer  to  the  question  as  you  want  it? 

A.  As  it  is  here :  '■  1  gave  him  one  hundred  dollars,  then  I 
offered  him  two  hundred  dollars,  and  he  refused."  It  should 
be:  "I  offered  him  one  hundred  dollars,  which  he  refused  ;  he 
offered  to  take  two  hundred  dollars."  There  was  some  mis- 
understanding;  something  must  have  been  misunderstood, 
that  is  the  way  I  meant  to  give  it. 
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Q.  Did  yon  decline  to  pay  the  two  Imndred  dollauB? 

A.  I  declined  to  pay  the  two  hundred  dollars, — ^.just  as  it  ia 
here.  I  then  told  him  I  would  proceed  as  I  had  with  the 
other  lands. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OF   OBED   SMITH. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  GcGowan: 

Question.  I  want  to  ask  you  a  few  questious  more  in  regard 
to  the  Bathay  contract, — first,  if  Bathay  didn't  reserve  $1,000 
on  that  contract  when  he  assigned  it  to  yon  ? 
Answer.  He  did. 

Q.  The  account  made  out  to  yon  by  the  Commissioner, 
showed  $17.88  due  Preston,  didn't  it. 

A.  I  don't  recollect  the  exact  amount  as  stated  before.  There 
was  some  $17.50,  but  I  will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  I  want,  right  ia  this  connection,  to  get  at  another  item, — 
whether  it  was  not  claimed  that  in  auditing  your  account  at 
one  time  for  $1,000  or  1,000  acres  of  knd  it  had  been  audited 
twice,  and  you  got  a  double  credit  for  that  amount,— whether 
it  was  not  so  claimed  by  the  Commissioner  ? 

A.  It  was  along  in  the  first  part  of  my  transactions,  some 
two  years  ago.  There  had  been  issued,  I  think,  some  $1,250  on 
one  that  had  been  issued  before.  I  sent  the  local  commis- 
sioner here,  and  it  was  issued  to  him,  or  rather  for  me,  and  I 
didn't  discover  it  until  the  next  month,  or  the  month  after 
when  that  $1,250  was  taken  out  of  the  next  estimate,  or  the 
next  acceptance.  I  think  it  was  the  next  month, — perhaps  it 
might  have  been  longer,— I  think  it  was;  $1,250— if  my  rec- 
ollection now  serves  me, — was  taken  out  of  that,  and  out  of 
the  order  that  I  had,  making  it  even,  as  it  was  befoi-e.  That 
had  nothing  to  do  with  this  concern, — I  don't  know  that  it 
had,  for  that  was  all  correct  a  good  wliile  before. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  claimed,  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner,  that 
that  was  one  of  the  items  that  made  up  the  difference  between 
you? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  about  it.    I  don't  know  but  it 
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was;  I  am  not  certain  but  that  was  claimed.  I  have 
some  recollection  about  it,  in  the  first  part  of  the  talk, — 
that  it  was  stated  that  it  had  been  paid  twice  there,  and  finally 
looked  it  up,  and  found  it  had  been  deducted  before.  I  think 
there  was  something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  There  was  difference  between  you  in  that  regard  f 

A.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  don't  know  hut  that  was  one  of  the  items ; 
and  it  was  settled  so  quick,  it  has  escaped  my  memory.  I  only 
had  to  refer  hack  to  papers  before,  to  show  it  had  been  settled 
before. 

Q.  Had,  previous  to  that  time,  been  taken  out  of  oue  of  your 
accepta.nces  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Those  aceeptancL^s  are  made  up  in  the  office  of  the  road 
commissioner  f 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  audited  by  the  Board  of  Control. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  on  the  first  four  of  those  contracts 
they  were  all  kept  together  in  the  account  in  the  Commission- 
er's ofiice  ? 

A.  I  always  supposed  it  was  so  from  the  fact  that  whenever 
they  furnished  me  any  papers  or  accounts  it  was  all  brought 
in  together. 

Q.  Now,  when  you  settled  at  that  time  and  these  differences 
arose  between  you,  did  ho  not  claim  that  the  Bathay  contract 
had  been  kept  sepn-ate  ? 

A.-  Yes,  sir ;  I  stated  so  before. 

Q.  Didn't  he  also  state  then  that  your  resen-es  on  the  four 
old  contracts  were  much  greater  than  the  amount  of  the  con- 
tracts ? 

A.  The  five. 

Q.  Five  before  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Didn't  he  claim  that  on  this  five  your  reservations  were 
greater  than  the  contracts  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. — 1,2C4,  something  over, — I  am  not  exact  as  to 
the  amount. 
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Q.  Didn't  he  also  claim  that  he  should  charge  against  such 
contract  fclie  reservations  made  under  that  contract  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  the  contract  should  not  be  mixed  up  so  ? 

A  No,  sir.  He  said  in  the  future  lie  meant  to  do  so;  it 
should  not  he  kept  in  that  way. 

Q,  Did  he  not  say  he  commenced  beeping  that  contract  in 
the  Bafhay  contract,  or  separate  from  the  Bathay  contraet  ? 

A,  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  one  of  the  differences  grow  ont  of  that  fact, — 
that  he  claimed  there  was  over- reservations  on  the  old  contract, 
and  you  claimed  these  over-reaervations  ought  to  apply  on  the 
Bathay  contract? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  certainly. 

Q.  How  do  you  understand,  or  did  you  claim  to  the  Com- 
missioner, that  he  was  practicing  fraud  upon  you  in  this  mat- 
ter? 

A,  I  don't  know  that  I  claimed  to  the  Commissioner  himself, 
but  I  claim  there  was  a  fraud  practiced  upon  me  in  the  office. 

Q.  Aa  the  result  of  his  rulings  ? 

A,  I  don't  know  whether  I  ever  told  the  Commissioner  that. 
I  rather  think  I  told  him  it  was  under  the  management  of  hie 
Deputy. 

Q.  Now,  if  there  was  any  drawn,  it  resulted  in  having  your 
lands  marked  up  to  Ripley  &  Hall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  where  the  fraud  lay.  I  expected  to  con- 
tinue right  along  aa  it  had  been  before. 

Q.  Putting  the  Bathay  contract  with  the  others  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  and  when  they  made  up  the  amount  of  this  I 
claimed  tliat  the  Bathay  contract  should  go  in,  and  they  then 
furnished  me  with  the  Bathay  contract,  ciiarged  up  in  the 
manner  that  it  was  in  some  $4,000,  and  I  claimed  that  there 
was  a  fraud  under  that  fcrausaction,  and  that  the  list  of  my 
lauds  had  been  furnished  by  persons  in  the  office  to  outsiders, 
by  coming  down  to  a  certain  point,  and  furnishiag  a  list  of 
my  lands  from  that  point  down, — the  balance. 
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Q.  Claiming  what  was  over  that,  was  over-reseryaiiona  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Allowing  Ripley  &  Hall  to  apply  for  them  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  complaint.  I  don't  know  that  I 
have  ever  told  the  Commissioner  that  he  ever  did  commit  a 
fraud, — I  don't  know  that  I  did. 

Q.  In  this  matter  of  the  Preston  order,  did  you  understand 
that  there  was  any  fraud  in  that  matter  ? 

A.  I  supposed,  at  the  time  it  was  done,  it  was  done  for  the 
purpose  of  making  up  my  account  so  they  could  reach  my 
land  at  a  certain  point.  That  was  what  I  supposed,  if  you  ask 
my  suspicion.    So  that  was  why  I  claim  there  was  a  fraud. 

Q.  Did  you  not  understand  afterwards  that  they  had 
received  a  letter  from  Preston  in  which  he  said  they  had  at 
one  time  held  an  order  from  Batliay,  hut  he  had  been  paid 
up.    Did  n't  Mr.  Edmonds  show  you  that  letter  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  didn't  show  me  the  letter;  but  he  said  he 
had  a  letter  showing  that  Bathayhad  no  claim.  I  went  to 
see  Mr.  Preston  myself.  He  said  he  would  write.  He  said 
that  he  had  no  claim,  and  bad  had  no  claim  for  two  years. 

Q.  This  $1,000  of  Bathay's  was  charged  up  to  you.  Did 
yon  understand  at  the  time  that  they  were  attempting  to 
defraud  you  ? 

A.  I  believe  I  stated  that  they  at  that  time — that  my  account 
had  been  overdrawn; — they  should  not  have  allowed  rae,  as  I 
had  done  it  in  the  office,  and  they  knew  all  about  it.  They 
should  not  have  allowed  me  to  draw  that  $1,000.  I  did  not 
tnow  when  my  amount  was  overdrawn,  and  didn't  suppose 
that  that  would  have  a  tendency  to  do  it.  They  also  put  in 
the  funds  $1,000,  at  the  same  time,  of  scrip  to  mo,  and  I  said 
that  I  thought  it  was  an  intended  fraud.  I  bave  said  so;  and 
I  don't  know  that  I  could  exactly  say  that  I  think  ao  now, 
from  other  circumstances. 

Q.  You  have  had  a  very  large  dealing  with  the  office  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  pretty  heavy. 
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Q.  You  have,  since  this  troable  arose  between  you  and  the 
Commissioner,  esamined  into  the  condition  of  your  accounts? 

A.  I  have,  partially,  aa  far  as  I  could. 

Q.  As  far  as  the  differencea  were  coneertied,  and  tliose  marks 
where  lands  were  marked  up  to  Hall  and  Ripley;  hare  you 
examined  into  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  examined  into  the  affair,  and  they 
finally  gave  me  patents  for  all  those  lands, — all  that  I  have 
called  for, 

Q.  Those  were  given  to  you  under  the  decision  of  the  Attor- 
ney Generd  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  whether  that  had  any  affect  or  not.  Mr. 
Edmonds  told  me  that  he  did  not  feel  bound  by  that  decision. 
I  suppose,  however,  that  it  had  its  effect  there.  I  presume  it 
did. 

Q.  That  decision,  in  one  respect,  was  in  favor  of  you  ? 

A.  I  considered  it  wholly  in  myfuvor.  He  had  answered 
every  point  as  I  contended  for  it, — I  think  every  point.  I  so 
considered  it. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Attorney  General,  in  that  opinion,  state  that 
the  accounts  with  different  contractors  ought  to  be  kept  sepa^ 
rate,  and  that  the  reservations  on  one  contract  should  not 
overlap  on  another '? 

A,  I  think  he  said  something  to  that  effect. 

Q.  That  was  not  according  to  your  claim? 

A.  Yes.  I  always  claimed  that  they  ought  to  have  kept  it 
bo;  but  they  not  having  done  so,  I  thought  they  should  still 
continue  on  all  the  contracts. 

Q,  Because  it  had  beeu  the  practice  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  always  contended  that  they  should  have  done  so  from 
the  beginning, 

Q.  Not  having  done  so,  they  should  have  continued  the  old 
practice,  for  the  benefit  of  settling  jour  claim  ? 

A.  That  is  what  I  contended, 

Q.  But,  80  far  as  you  claimed  on  your  contract,  the  decision 
of  the  Attorney  General  was  against  you  on  that  point  ? 
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A.  The  decision  simply  referred  back  to  this, — that  they  all 
should  have  been  kept  so, 

Q.  Would  not  this  have  been  the  result  if  the  ConimiBsioner 
had  followed  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,— that  he 
would  have  cut  you  out  on  these  over-reservations  on  your  old 
contract,  and  not  allowed  them  to  have  applied  on  the  Bathay 
contract. 

A.  I  did  not  so  consider  it,  myself.  I  did  not  consider  that 
that  was  the  decision.  It  might  have  been.  I  did  not  read  it, 
perhaps,  as  carefully  as  I  might.  I  considered  that  as  long  as 
they  had  pursued  that  practice  with  lis,  they  should  have  still 
continued  it. 

Q.  I  am  speaking  now  with  reference  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  under  which  you  say  the  Commissioner 
acted. 

A.  They  could  not  go  back,  and  do  that,  from  the  fact  that 
they  had  no  record  by  which  they  could  do  it.  They  conld 
not  have  gone  back  and  done  it. 

Q.  The  result  of  the  whole  thing  was  that  Edmonds  allowed 
yon  to  apply  those  over-reserves  on  your  old  contract,  upon 
unmatured  scrip  on  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  I  don't  know  how  he  applied  it  in  the  end. 

Q.  Yon  got  your  reservations  ? 

A,  I  got  all  I  applied  for,— nearly  all.  I  will  probably  take 
the  balance,  or  most  of  them.  I  have  got  all  the  lands  in  dis- 
pute, except,  as  I  stated  before,  where  the  title  was  not  con- 
sidered good. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane— Mr.  McGowan,  I  would  like  to  ask 
you  whether  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  to  which 
you  have  referred,  with  regard  to  these  reservations,  where 
there  are  a  number  of  contracts,  was  a  declaration  of  a  principle, 
or  was  it  his  opinion  upon  the  specific  case  ? 

Mr.  McGowan — If  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  statement. 
I  understand  that  this  witness,  Mr.  Smith,  propounded  the 
questions  himself  on  the  specific  ease,  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, and  that  his  opinion  was  given  in  answer  to  those  ques- 
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tiona  propounded  by  Smith.  The  questions  were  sent  to  the 
Attorney  General  over  the  signature  of  Mr,  Edmonds,  so  that 
he  would  get  an  official  opinion  from  him.  You  have  the 
opinion  in  your  hand.  The  questions  are  alluded  to,  but  prob- 
ably not  given  specifically. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — What  I  wisli  to  get  at  is,  'whether 
the  Attorney  General,  in  giving  this  opinion,  had  intended  to 
say  that  the  Commissioner  should  commence  the  new  system 
upon  Mr.  Smith's  contracts,  precisely  as  the  contracts  then 
existed. 

Mr,  McUowan — I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

By  Mr,  Manager  Huston  r 

Question — Wlicn  was  it  the  thousand-dolhir  scrip  was 
bought,  that  you  spoke  of? 

Answer— Previous  to  tho  Ist  of  October,  I  think. 

Q.  Had  you  reserved  any  land  after  that,  and  before  the 
aoth  of  Kovember  ? 

A.  Not  on  those  contracts.  I  had  reserved  some  special  on 
the  Bathay  contract. 

Mr.  Shipman — Mr.  President,  there  is  a  mistake  in  the 
report  of  the  testimony  of  Mr,  Woolover,  found  on  page  200. 
It  will  be  admitted  as  a  mistake,  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  other  side  to  it.  In  the  left-hand  column,  line  17,  tho 
word  "eighty"  should  read  "eight." 

The  error  is  admitted  by  the  Honorable  Managers. 

TEBTIMONT   OF   L.   B.   POTTBK. 

Ta  B.  Potter,  a  witness  prodnced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives, 
testified  as  follows : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston  : 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  clerk  in  the  State  Eoad  Office. 

Q.  Where  is  your  office  ? 

A,  It  occupies  a  corner  or  portion  of  the  room  of  the  Land 
Commissioner's  Office,— the  soutiieast  corner  of  that  room. 
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Q.  How  long  have  yon  been  in  the  office? 

A.  I  have  been  clerk  in  that  office  since  April  1st,  1867, — 
Bince  the  establishment  of  the  office. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  were  there  in  the  Com  miss  loner's 
office  at  the  commencement  of  1871  ? 

A.  I  never  took  an  inventory  of  them. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  abont  the  namber  ? 

A.  It  is  simply  by  a  sort  of  guess, — from  ten  to  fifteen,  I 
think. 

Q.  Have  they  been  increased  during  the  last  year  ? 

A.  I  think  they  have. 

Mr.  McGowan— We  object,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  a  matter 
that  can  be  shown,  officially,  from  the  Auditor  Generals  office. 

Question.  What  do  you  know,  if  anything,  with  regard  to 
furnishing  minutes  of  land  in  that  office, — the  practice  among 
the  clerks  and  officers  there? 

Answer.  Before  I  could  answer  the  question,  to  my  Batiafac- 
tion,  I  would  want  to  know  what  is  meant  by  minutes,  pre- 
cisely. 

Q.  Furnishing  descriptions  of  land  to  outside  parties,  to 
purchase. 

A.  I  know  very  little  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  a  practice  of  that  kind 
allowed  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  could  not  say  that  I  do  know  that  such  practice  is 
allowed.  I  have  never  had  any  conversation  with  the  Com- 
missioner, and  he  never  told  me  what  he  did. 

Q.  Have  you  not  had  furnished  to  you  lists  of  lands,  from 
clerks  in  that  office,  to  enter  up  for  parties  that  you  were 
acting  as  agent  for  ? 

A,  I  have  had  lists  of  land  handed  mo  to  reserve. 

Q.  By  whom  ':* 

A.  Mr.  Barnard  has  handed  me  most  of  the  lists  tliat  have 
ever  come  from  that  office. 

Q.  How  often  does  Mr.  Barnard  hand  you  lists  of  lands  to 
reserve  ? 
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A.  He  has  done  it  several  times ;  I  do  not  know  how  often. 
It  ia  a  matter  that  is  irregular. 

Q.  Have  you  a  box  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  that  the  Commissioner  keeps  a  box,  perhaps,  with 
my  name  on  it. 

Q.  Do  jon  know  wliether  yonr  applicalions  are  kept  in  that 
box? 

A.  I  do  not  think  my  applications  are  kept  all  in  one  box. 
Perhaps  it  may  bo  best  for  ine  to  explain. 

Q.  Explain. 

A.  I  think  tho  applications  that  come  to  me  are  to  be 
reserved  ;  sometimes  on  one  contract,  and  sometimes  on  an- 
other. If  they  asked  nie  to  reserve  on  a  certaiu  man's  con- 
tract, I  think  the  application  that  I  make  goes  into  his  box, — 
not  into  mine.  If  I  am  to  put  the  lands  on  some  other  con- 
tract, they  go  intothafc  other  man's  box. 

Q.  When  Barnard  hands  you  descriptions  of  lands,  does  he 
give  yon  any  direction  about  reserving  them  ? 

A.  Kothing  more  than  upon  whose  contract. 

Q.  That  ia  the  direction  he  gives  you,  then  ? 

A.  He  askcs  me  to  resen'e  into  a  place,  on  a  tertain  man's 
contract. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  his  giving  yon  a  list  of  lauds,  in 
Cheboygan  county,  last  fall  or  wii:ter  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did  give  me  a  list  of  lands,  part  of  which  were 
in  Cheboygan  county. 

Q.  He  directed  you  to  reserve  on  Jlr.  Hall's  contract? 

A.  What  Hall  ? 

Q.  Edmnnd. 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q,  Are  you  agent  for  Edmund  Hall  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Are  you  agent  for  any  other  Hall  besides  Edmund  Hall  F 

A.  I  am. 

Q,  What  other  Hall? 

A.  Steven  C.  Hall  and  A,  M.  Green  &  Co. 
109 
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Q.  How  many  acres  were  there  of  this  list  that  he  gave  aad 
directed  you  to  reserve  upon  Edmund  Hall's  contract  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  now  how  many  acres ;  my  impression 
is  not  very  distinct.  I  should  judge  a  thoasand  acres  or  more. 
They  are  a  matter  of  record,  and  I  do  not  charge  my  memory 
with  them,  after  I  have  made  them  up  and  pass  them  to  the 
office. 

Q.  Did  Barnard  ever  give  you  any  olher  list  besides  that, 
that  you  ciin  remember  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  ? 

A.  He  has  givea  me  some  lists  of  land  over  on  the  west  side, 
— the  northwest. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  At  different  times  during  the  year. 

Q.  Can  you  state  any  case  now,  and  state  somewhere  near 
the  amount,  on  whose  conti-act  he  desired  to  have  the  lands 
reserved  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  Barnard  has  asked  me  to  reserve 
lands  on  any  other  contracts  than  those  of  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  Which  Hall? 

A.  Edmund  Hall,  or  Mr.  Edmund  Hall  and  Mr.  Van  Riper 
and  Mr.  Hitchcock,  separate  contractors.  But  Mr.  Hall  has 
power  of  attorney  on  file  in  the  office,  so  that  he  acts  for  Van 
Riper  and  Mr.  Hitchcock,  and  it  is  understood  by  me  to  be 
Edmund  Hall, — so  that  these  reservations  may  have  gone  on 
the  Van  Eiper  contract  or  Hitchcock  contract. 

Q.  What  amount  of  lands  at  any  other  time  did  Barnard 
give  you,  directing  yon  to  reserve  them  on  the  Van  Eiper  con- 
tract ? 

A.  I  could  not  testily  now  from  memory  which  contract 
they  were  asked  to  be  reserved  on,  or  whicJi  they  were  finally 
reserved  upon. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  this  case  tbat  you  have  in  mind  now? 

A.  I  should  think,  ])erliaps,  about  a  year  ago. 


HoslecbyGOOglC 


PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COURT.  867 

Q.  About  what  was  the  amount  of  tho  land  as  near  as  you 
can  remember  ? 

A.  I  think  one  or  two  lists  were  quite  email,  perhaps  a  few 
hundred  acres. 

Q.  Were  there  any  large  lists  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  one  large  list  If  I  am  not  mistaken, 
one  list  of  4,000  acres  or  more.  I  cannot  be  at  all  clear  as  to 
it,  because,  as  I  said  before,  I  do  not  charge  my  memory  with 
them.    The  application  is  on  file,  and  I  could  refer  to  it. 

Q.  Why  did  not  Barnard  reserve  those  lands  himself,  instead 
of  handing  them  to  you  ? 

A.  Because  he  had  no  authority  to  reserve  on  Hall's  con- 
tract directly. 

Q.  Whom  were  they  i-eserved  for  the  benefit  of? 

A.  I  suppose  for  Edmund  Hall. 

Q.  You  are  the  agent  of  Edmund  Hall  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  direction  from  ilJmund  Hall  to 
let  Barnard  look  at  lands  upon  his  scrip,  or  have  scrip  if  he 
desired  it  ? 

A.  I  did  have  directions  from  Mr.  Hali. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  Some  time,  I  think,  during  the  forepart  of  1871.  Per- 
haps in  January,  Mr.  Hall  directed  me  to  draw  orders  for  the 
benefit — perhaps  not  for  the  benefit —  but  to  draw  orders  for 
the  use  of  Barnard. 

Q.  What  amoiint  have  you  let  Barnard  have  since  then ! 

A.  On  looking  that  matter  up,  I  find  that  I  have  let  him 
have  $500  in  sundry  orders.  I  may  explain  that.  I  stated 
to  one  of  the  Managers  yesterday,  that  I  thought  it  was  sis 
hundred ;  that  was  my  memory.  After  the  question  was  aske  d 
me  I  referred  to  my  book  and  found  it  was  $500. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  what  purpose  Barnard  used  this  scrip  ? 

A.  He  used  it  to  locate  land,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Look  up  land  he  sold  to  other  parties,  was  it  not.  Let 
me  call  your  attention  to  one  of  tliese  orders  ? 
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A.  This  is  an  order  asking  the  Commissioner  of  the  State 
Land  OlBce  to  patent  in  the  name  of  James  T.  Munroe,  two 
separate  descriptions  of  land. 

Q.  Will  yon  read  the  descriptions,  if  you  please  ? 

A.  The  first  description  is  written  hy  me.  S.  i  of  the  S.  W 
of  5,  8  N.  1  W.,  80  acres.  The  next  deseription,  S.  i  of  the 
N".  E.  i  and  N.  W.  fractiona!  i  of  the  N.  E.  i  of  section  13, 
13  N.  10  W.,  120  acres,  and  in  this  order  I  aslved  the  Commis- 
sioner to  patent  these  two  several  descriptions  to  James  W- 
Mnnroe,  of  Clinton  county,  Michigan,  and  charge  the  amount 
to  Edmund  Hall's  credit,  now  in  the  Land  Office;  and  it  is 
signed,  Edmund  Hall,  hy  L.  B.  Potter. 

Q,  Let  me  ask  you,  if  this  scrip  was  for  Barnard's  benefit, 
why  you  directed  the  patent  to  be  issued  to  James  T.  Munroe  ? 

A.  I  think  now, — my  memoiy  is, — because  Barnard  asked 
me  to  have  the  order  made  in  that  form.  Mr,  Hall  had  given 
me  directions  to  draw  an  order  for  Barnard. 

Q.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  this.  It  looks  as 
though  the  last  figure  of  the  day  of  the  month  had  been  tried 
to  be  made  over,  and  the  year  had  been  attempted  to  be 
changed,  and  I  want  you  to  say  whether  that  is  18T0  or  1871  ? 

A.  My  opinion  is  that  the  date  is  February  31, 1871. 

Q.  Are  there  not  marks  on  those  figures  that  are  not  your 
own? 

A.  There  are  marks  there  that  I  do  not  recognize  as  ever 
having  seen  before ;  bnt  I  cannot  be  very  positive  in  my  mem- 
ory as  to  the  thing, 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that  order  ?  [Showing  witness  a  book.] 
This  order  is  dated  May  2d,  1871  ? 

A.  That  is  an  order  that  I  drew. 

Q,  For  whose  benefit? 

A.  I  drew  the  order  on  the  same  conditions  as  the  other 
order. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  description  of  the  land  ? 

A.  Mr,  Barnard. 
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The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  order  referred  to : 
N.  W.  i  of  K  B.  i,  and  S.  E.  J  of  N.  E.  i.  Section  11,  Town 
10  5f.,  Range  4  E. ;  80  acres. 
Oommiuiimer  State  Land  Office : 

Please  patent  the  above  descriptions  of  land  in  name  of  Les- 
ter S.  Hudson,  and  charge  to  credit  of 

EDMUND  HALL. 

Lansiitg,  May  3, 1871. 

By  L.  B.  Potter. 

Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows : 

'  Edmund  Hall,  May  3, 18T1 ;  9194  for  pat." 

Question.  Will  yon  look  on  that  one?  [Showing  witnesa 
another  order.] 

Answer.  This  appears  to  be  an  order  of  a  similar  charcter. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  order  referred  to: 

S.  W.  i  of  S.  W.  i  of  See.  17,  T.  2  S.,  16  W.,  40  acres. 
CommisiioneT  qf  the  State  Land  O^e  : 

Please  patent  the  above  described  40  acres  of  State  swamp 
land  (which  is  now  reserved  in  my  name)  to  Lester  S.  Hudson, 
Ingham  county,  Mich.,  and  charge  to  my  credit,  on  your  scrip 
book. 

EDMUND  HALL. 
By  L.  B.  Potter. 

Lansing,  April  24,  '71. 

Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows : 

"  E.  Hall,  April  24,  '71.    9182,  for  pat." 

Question.  That  was  for  Mr.  Barnard's  benefit,  was  it  ?  That 
is  the  way  you  understood  it  ? 

Answer,  Well,  it  was  by  Mr.  Barnard's  direction  that  the 
order  for  the  patent  was  made,  for  the  patent  to  be  issued  in 
the  name  of  Mr.  Hadaon.  As  to  the  benefit,  I  do  not  think 
they  informed  me. 

Q.,  This  last  order  states  that  the  land  is  resented  on  Mr. 
Hall's  contract  ? 

A.  Tee,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  you  let  Mr.  Hudson  have  that  land  ? 
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A.  Because  I  was  authorized  by  Mr.  Hall  to  do  that, 

Q.  To  do  what?  Did  Mr,  Hall  talk  with  you  in  regard  to 
letting  Mr.  Hudson  have  this  land  ? 

A.  I  think  not,  specifically, 

Q.  Well,  how  did  he,  then  talk  with  you  ? 

A.  Mr,  Hall  has  given  me,  perhaps,  pretty  general  instruc- 
tions, and  there  are  a  good  many  of  the  lands  reserved  on  his 
coiitracta,  which  he  stated  to  me  that  if  I  could  dispose  of  I 
could  draw  orders  for.  I  understand  that  there  was  an  ar- 
rangement between  him  and  Mr.  Barnard,  that  he  was  to  al- 
low Mr.  Barnard  to  dispose  of  this  40  acres  of  land, — Mr. 
Barnard  to  settle  with  him,  as  I  understand,  for  the  scrip, 
to  locate  it  with, 

Q.  Who  told  you  that  ? 

A,  That  was  my  understanding. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Hall  tell  yon  anything  specific  about  this  40 
acres  ? 

A,  I  don't  remember  now  whether  he  did  spMifiealij-  about 
that  40  acres. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  anytbing  specific  about  the  land  that  was 
deeded  to  Monroe  ? 

A.  I  am  not  certain,  sir,  that  he  did  tell  ms,  spacifieally, 
about  that.  I  think  I  did  it  under  my  general  instructions, — 
that  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Did  he  gire  you  similar  instructions  in  regard  to  other 
clerks  in  the  office  except  Barnard  ? 

A.  I  think  he  did  tell  me  if  Mr.  Robinson  wished  to  give 
me  any  listsj  or  should  hand  me  any  lists,  I  should  apply  for 
them  in  his  name. 

Q.  Any  others? 

A.  I  think,  Mr,  Gillam,  also. 

Q,  Was  you  authorized  to  have  any  other  dealings  with  Mr. 
Hobinson,  in  connection  with  swamp  lands  ? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now  that  I  was.  I  don't  remember 
that  Mr,  Robinson  over  did  give  me  any  list ;  but  I  remom  ber 
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that  Mr.  Hall  said  to  me,  if  ho  gave  me  any  list,  I  was  to  applj' 
for  it. 

Q.  What  directions  did  he  give  you  in  reference  to  letting 
any  parties  in  the  office  have  scrip  if  they  desired  it  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  that  he  anthorized  me  to  give  to 
any  of  the  other  clerks  except  Mr.  Barnard.  I  have  no  recollec- 
tion now. 

A.  Didn't  he  direct  you  to  let  Mr.  Eohinson  have  scrip  when 
he  wanted  it? 

A.  I  don't  remember  now  that  he  did, 

Q.  He  did  direct  you  to  let  Mr.  Barnard  have  scrip  when  he 
wanted  it  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  to  a  limited  extent ;  not  to  any  great  extent. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Barnard  delivered  you 
the  list  of  Mr.  Smith's  lands.  How  long  was  it  after  Barnard 
delivBi-ed  jon  the  list  before  Edmund  Hall  knew  anything 
abont  it? 

A.  The  question,  I  think,  if  I  remember,  was  put  to  me  in 
reference  to  the  land  in  Cheboygan  county.  Are  those  the 
lands  you  called  Mr.  Smith's  now  ? 

Q.  Were  not  some  of  those  Smith  lands  in  Cheboygan 
connty  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  they  were,  but  there  were  other  lands  in 
Cheboygan  county. 

Q.  Then  I  am  under  a  misapprehension  ;  the  list  that  you 
referred  to  that  Mr.  Barnard  delivered  to  you  was  not  the 
Smith  lands? 

A.  Well  sir,  I  hadn't  heard  any  thing  about  the  Smith  land 
since  I  came  on  the  stand. 

Q,  Did  Mr.  Barnard  deliver  to  you  a  list  of  lands,  that  were 
afterwards,  aa  yon  understood,  claimed  hy  Mr.  Smith  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  In  your  first  statement — 

A.  A  number  of  them,  perhaps ;  I  do  not  remember  the 
whole  list. 
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Q.  In  your  first  statement,  then,  in  regard  to  the  lands  iu 
Cheboygan  county,  you  did  not  moan  Mr.  Smith's  lands  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  referred  to  this  same  list,  but  they  had  not 
been  called  Mr.  Smith's  lands  before,  and  I  am  not  clear  that 
they  all  were  claimed  by  Mr.  Smith. 

Q,  How  Song  after  Mr.  Barnard  gave  yon  the  list  of  lands, 
and  you  made  out  the  application  to  have  them  reserved  on 
Mr.  Hall's  contract,  byfore  Mr.  Ha!!  knew  any  thing  about  it  P 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you  how  long  it  was.  Mr.  Hall,  eome- 
timee,  is  at  the  office  very  frequently,  and  sometimes  several 
months  intervene.  My  present  memory  about  the  matter  is, 
that  some  time  within  two  or  three  months,  Mr.  Smith  was 
there  and  claimed  the  lands,  and  the  matter  was  brought  up 
in  the  offtce,  and  I  think  I  notified  Mr,  Hail. 

Q.  Do  you  not  kaow  that  Mr.  Smith  was  there  the  latter 
part  of  November  and  claimed  those  lands  ? 

A.  I  should  think  it  was  about  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  date  of  Mr.  Hall's  application  ? 

A.  I  do  not  now.  If  I  coidd  see  the  application  I  could 
tell. 

Q,  Do  you  know  who  marked  these  lands  upon  the  plats 
with  Mr.  Hall's  initials  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  (lid  not  follow  around  into  the  Land  Office  to 
see  about  tliat. 

Q.  You  didn't  see  about  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  "When  I  made  the  application,  I  did  not  know 
that  the  lands  were  claimed  by  Mr.  Smith,  or  any  one  else. 

Q.  You  reserved  simply  upon  Mr.  Barnard's  handing  you 
the  list  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir.    I  applied  on  the  strength  of  that. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  about  Mr.  Ripley's  reserving  the  same 
lands  ? 

A,  I  didn't  know  anything  about  it  until  afterwards.  The 
matter  came  up,  and  I  heard  talk  between  Mr.  Smith  and  the 
office, — the  Commissioner  and  the  Deputy  Commissioner. 
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Q.  Did  yon  learn  from  the  officers  in  tlie  office,  when  they 
were  reseryeij  by  Mr.  Eiploy  ? 

A.  I  learned  thia ;  that  it  was  claimed  by  Mr.  Smith,  and,  I 
think,  that  was  acknowledged  on  all  hands,  that  Mr.  Ripley's 
reseryation  was  put  on  before  Jlr.  Hall's ;  but  when  it  was  put 
on.,  I  do  not  remember  now,  as  to  the  date.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Ripley  reservation,  and  knew  nothing  about  ifc  nntil 
it  came  up,  incidentally. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question.  What  was  the  extent  of  the  scrip,  that  you  were 
permitted  to  furnish  to  Mr.  Barnard  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  specified  amount,  but  Mr.  Hail  said, 
to  any  limited  extent,  that  he  might  desire.  I  think,  he 
remarked  to  me,  that  he  had  confidence  in  Mr,  Barnard,  aa  to 
allow  him  to  use  a  limited  amount  of  hia  scrip,  and  pay  him 
for  it. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston ; 

Question.  He  did  n't  pay  you  for  it  ? 

A.  He  did  not  pay  me  for  it.  My  understanding  was  from 
Mr.  Hall  and  from  Mr.  Barnard,  both,  that  he  was  to  pay  Mr. 
Hall.  I  have  sometimes  sold  Mr.  Hall's  scrip  to  other  parties 
and  received  the  pay  for  it,  and  accounted  to  him  for  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Hewitt  reserving  land 
in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Hewitt  has  reserved  lands  in  the  office  ? 

Q.  About  his  reserving  large  amounts  on  his  cheeks — having 
them  held  for  him  ? 

A.'  I  have  heard  that  matter  talked ;  but  I  don't  know  of 
my  own  person^  knowledge.  I  have  never  seen  the  checks,  or 
had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Where  was  it  you  heard  this  talk, — in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  it  largely  within  a  day  or  two. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  it  before. 

A.  I  have  seen  sometimes,  once  or  twice  I  think,  marked  on 
the  plat  books— I  have  had  access  to  the  plat  hooka  when  it 
was  necessary  for  me  to  refer  to  thom, — and  I  have  sometimes, 
110 
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I  think  once  or  twice,  seen  that  lands  were  marked,  and  check 
deposited  by  Mr.  Hewitt,  some  mark  of  that  character.  I 
may  say  that  I  do  not  nndertake  to  supervise  the  work  in  the 
liand  Office,  or  to  know  much  about  it.  It  is  only  occasionally 
that  I  see  these  things, — as  any  man  would  see  them  wlio  may 
be  turning  over  the  tract  books. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  what  the  rule  ha3  been  in  the  office  in 
regard  to  selling  licensed  lands, — in  regard  to  the  proofs, — in 
regard  to  finding  the  proofs  ? 

A,  I  think  the  rule  has  been  to  require  proofs  to  be  iiled 
before  selling  licensed  lands. 

Q,  Where  the  lands  had  not  been  settled,  what  wor^  the 
proofs  termed  ? 

A.  Proof  of  non-settlement. 

Q.  Do  yoii  know  anything  about  that  rule  liaving  been 
changed  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  think  there  was  a  change  in  the  form  of  the  affidayit, 
or  the  execution  of  it,  perhaps.  My  impressions  were  that 
under  Mr.  Pritchard's  administration  it  was  required  to  be 
shown  by  the  person  purchasing  the  land,  or  applying  to  pur- 
chase the  land,  and  I  think  under  Mr.  Edmonds'  adminis- 
tration, if  I  am  not  mixed  up  about  it,  that  he  discarded  that 
and  thought  it  shonld  be  shown  by  other  parties  besides  the 
man  desiring  to  purchase. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  the  rule  was,  the  forepart  of  Mr.  Ed- 
monds' administration,  in  regard  to  requiring  proof  in  all  cases 
of  non-settlement,  where  lands  had  not  been  settled  that  were 
licensed ;  and  do  yon  know  whether  it  was  a  rule  or  not  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was.  I  know  more  perhaps  what 
the  law  is  than  what  the  rule  is. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  from  common  reports  in  the  office 
that  Mr.  Edmonds  changed  the  rule  in  regard  to  licensed 
lands,  and  held  in  the  month  of  October  last  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  file  proof  of  non-scttlemcnt  where  the  proofs, 
commonly  called  the  three  months'  proof,  had  not  been  filed  ? 
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A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  any  change.  I  think  I 
have  had  some  conversation  with  him,  hut  I  am  not  positive 
about  that 

Q.  "What  did  he  say  in  the  conversation  ? 

A.  I  think  that  his  idea  was  that  the  law  placed  the  lands 
in  market  if  they  were  not  proved  up  under  the  law,  without 
filing  the  proof. 

Q.  When  was  it  you  held  that  conversation  with  him  ? 

A.  I  cannot  now  state  when  it  was, 

Q.  Was  it  sometime  during  the  fall  ? 

A.  I  should  think  it  was  rather  iu  the  early  part  of  his 
administration.  We  frequently  consulted  in  reference  to  mat- 
ters, and  I  think  we  had  some  talk  about  that. 

Q.  [Showing  witness  a  book.]  Here  is  an  order  Mr.  G-ros- 
venor  hands  mo  and  wishes  I  should  ask  you  for  whose  benefit 
that  is  ? 

A.  I  see  that  this  list  of  lands  and  the  application  for  pat- 
ents is  drawn  by  Edmund  Hali, 

Q,  The  next  one  is  the  one  I  refer  to ;  that  is  your  writing, 
is  it  not  ? 

A.  This  is  my  writing. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  that  order  ?  State  for 
whose  benefit  it  was. 

A.  I  remember  that  I  drew  this  order. 

Q.  For  whose  benefit  ? 

A.  The  scrip  I  charged  to  Mr.  Barnard  on  my  account  with 
Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  How  many  acres  are  there,  there  ? 

A.  There  are  80  acres. 

Q.  Is  that  a  part  of  th^  $550  ? 

A.  That  is  a  part  of  the  $500.     It  is  the  first  item  of  «500. 

Q,  How  much  land  ? 

A.  80  acres,  calling  for  $100  scrip,  as  it  is  termed,  or  road 
credit 

[The  followiog  is  a  copy  of  the  pap2r  above  referred  to :] 
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Cointrhiasioner  Slate  Land  Qffhe  : 

Pluaae  issue  certificate  for  I>f.  E.  -J  of  S.  W.  i  of  Sec.  20,  T.  10 
S"„  E  4  E.,  in  name  of  Cjrns  Hewitt,  of  Ingham  Co.,  Mich., 
and  for  the  N.  E.  J  of  the  N.  W.  i  of  Sec.  33,  T.  11  N.,  E.  10 
W.,  to  Laurens  B.  Potter,  of  Inghani  Co.,  M.,  and  charge 
to  my  scrip  account,  or  credit,  now  in  yonr  office. 

E.  HALL. 
By  L.  B.  PoTTEK. 

Lansing,  Mich.,  Jan.  27,  1871- 

lodorsed  on  the  back  as  follows ; 

"  E.  Hall,  Jan,'37,  '71.     9005  and  9006." 

Q.  What  is  your  next  date  ? 

A.  My  next  date  is  Eebrnary  aoth,  1871. 

Q.  How  much  is  that  ? 

A.  $350.    I  think  that  is  one  of  the  orders  I  have  read, 

Q.  What  is  the  next? 

A.  The  next  is  April  Uih,  850.    The  next  is  May  2d,  8100. 

Q.  What  is  the  nest  ? 

A.  I  think  these  items  will  make  $500.  Those  are  all  I  find 
on  reference  to  my  account  with  Mr.  Hall  that  I  have  drawn. 

CK03S-EXAMINA.TI0H   OF   L.   B.   POTTEH. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  This  land  that  went  to  Mr.  Hudson,  or  this  scrip, 
was  some  of  Mr.  Hall's  reserve,  as  I  understand  it? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were  reserved  by  Mr.  Hall,  bnt  I  am 
not  positive.  I  am  not  clear  whether  tlie  lands  had  been 
reserved  by  Mr.  Hall,  or  whether  they  were  vacant  at  the  time. 
There  is  one  of  the  orders  which  I  have  read,  and  I  do  not 
now  remember  which  one  it  was.  It  was  stated  in  that  order 
that  the  land  stood  reserved  to  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  You  let  Mr.  Barnard  have  the  scrip,  did  you  ? 

A.  I  charged  Mr.  Barnard  with  the  scrip, — he  to  settle  with 
Mr.  Hall  for  it. 

Q.  Each  of  the  transactions  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Maiiager  Hnston : 

Question.  I  did  not  quite  understand  about  his  settling  with 
Mr.  Barnard. 

Answer.  I  charged  these  items  to  Mr,  Barnard  with  tlie  un- 
derstanding that  Mr.  Barnard  would  settle  with  Mr.  Hall, 

By  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  It  was  simply,  then,  a  sale  of  so  much  scrip  ta 
Mr.  Barnard  by  Mr.  Hull. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — You  do  not  -.iish  him  to  state  his  con- 
clusions in  regard  to  it? 

Mr.  Shipman — I  wish  to  see  if  I  am  right.  I  have  a  right  to 
put  a  leading  question  if  I  choose. 

Question,  Will  you  state,  then,  the  fact? 

Answer.  I  drew  an  order  for  these — I  drew  several  orilers  for 
these  several  amounts,  and  I  drew  them  up  by  Mr.  Barnard's 
direction  and  I  charged  him  with  the  amount,  and  rendered 
the  amount  to  Mr.  Hall,  which  he  was  to  settle  with  Mr. 
Barnard. 

Q.  What  amount  did  you  charge  Mr,  Barnard, — what  was 
the  price  of  scrip  ? 

A.  I  didn't  fix  that  scrip  because  I  left  that  to  be  fixed  by 
them. 

Q.  Did  yon  keep  the  date  of  the  transaction  ? 

A.  I  have  the  date, 

Q.  You  kept  the  date  at  the  time  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  I  took  these  items  from  my  memorandum,  and 
the  dates  will  sliow,  as  they  are  the  original  entry. 

Q.  Now,  about  that  order  of  February  2ist,  1871  ? 

A.  Febniary  20,  is  as  I  have  it 

Q.  To  James  T.  Munroe  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  patent  to  James  T.  Munroe,  for  some  lands, — what 
lands  were  these? 

A.  I  have  already  read  the  description. 

Q.  I  know  the  description ;  hut  whether  they  were  lauds 
reserved  by  anybody ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  contracts  ? 
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A.  I  am  not  clear  whether  they  had  ever  been  reserved  on 
Hall's  contracb.    My  presumption  is,  now,   that   they  were 
vacant.    One  of  these  orders  showed  that  they  were  credited 
to  Hall's  contract. 
Q.  The  order  to  patent  certain  lands  to  James  T,  Munroe  ? 
A.  ThislaniJ,  patented  in  the  name  of  James  T.  Munroe, 
does  not  state.    It  reads,  the  "  S.  i  of  S.  W.  i.  Sec.  5,  T.  8  N, 
Range  X  W,  80  acres;  S.  i  of  N.  E.  i  and  N.  W.  i  of  N.  E.  i 
See.  13,  Town  13  N.,  10  W.,  130  acres." 
OmV  of  State  Land  Office  : 

"Please  patent  the  above  lands  in  name  above  given,  and 
charge  to  my  credits  now  in  your  office." 

The  name,  James  T.  Monroe,  ia  written  opposite  the  descrip- 
tion, and  it  is  dated  February  31,  and  I  have  the  date  February 
20,  from  my  memorandum. 

Question.  You  don't   know  whether  those  lands  were  re- 
served or  not  ? 
Answer,  I  don't.    I  am  not  positive  whether  I  ever  knew. 
Mr.  Shipman — Do  I  understand  you  are  going  to  call  Mr, 
Hall? 
Mr,  Grosvenor — ISTot  to-day. 
Mr.  Shipman— Do  you  by-aud-by  ? 
Mr.  Grosvenor-— We  have  not  yet  decided. 
Mr.  Shipman — If  you  do  not  know,  it  may  make  some  dif- 
ference in  our  examination. 

Mr.  Huston — We  will  not  say  we  will  call  him ;   so  you  can 
go  on  with  your  examination  just  the  same, 
By  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  In  regard  to  the  list  furnished  Mr.  Robinson  and 
Mr.  Gillam, — what  is  the  fact  about  that  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  one  time  Mr.  Hall  was  in  the  office  and 
I  was  sitting  at  my  desk.  He  said  if  Gillam  hands  you  a  list 
of  lands,  or  at  different  times  hands  you  a  list,  you  will  have 
them  reserved  on  an  order  from  me;  and  also  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Robinson.    I  think  in  all  cases  where  I  ask  resenations  on 
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lists  handed  me,  they  have  been. reserved  on  lists  of  Mr,  Ed- 
mund Hall. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Gillam  furnish  you  a  list  ? 

A.  He  did  furnish  me  a  list  of  five  eighty-acre  lots,  I  think . 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  ho  got  them  ? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  "When  was  it  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  abont  six  months  ago;  I  think  it  was 
from  six  to  eight  months.  This  matter  of  particular  dates  of 
occurrences  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  very  correct  about,  for  I 
cannot  without  referring  to  memoranda  made  at  the  time. 

Q.  Can  yon  remember  the  circumstances  so  as  to  state  how 
it  happened  ?    Mr.  Gillam  gave  you  the  list  you  spoke  of  'i 

A.  I  don't  remember  anything  particiilar  about  tlie  circum- 
stances now. 

Q.  Mr.  Gillam  was  engaged  in  removing  old  reservations 
from  the  books  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Gillam — I  know,  generally,  that  Mr.  Gillam 
has  general  charge  of  that  department  in  the  Land  Office,  ex- 
amining the  old  reserves  and  examining  them  with  the  con- 
tracts; and  he  would  be  likely  to  find  all  reserves. 

Q.  Clearing  up  the  books  in  reference  to  reserves  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  a  fact  that  there  were  a  great  many,  or  more 
or  less,  lands  reserved  on  old  contracts,  which  bad  been  paid 
up? 

A.  That  is  a  matter  of  fact  in  reference  to  tlie  old  reserves 
that  had  been  hanging  along. 

Q.  Did  Mr,  Robinson  furnish  you  any  list  ? 

A.  I  think  Mr.  Robinson  never  furnished  me  any.  I  was 
instructed  to  reserve  them  if  he  did,  but  I  believe  I  never 
received  any  list  from  him, 

Q.  How  many  lists  did  Mr.  Gillam  furnish  you  ? 

A.  I  am  not  clear  whether  he  handed  them  to  me  at  two 
different  times.    I  rather  think  he  did.    I  was  looking  at  my 
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memo  rand  nm  and  I  remember  that  there  were  five  80-iicrc 
lots. 

Q.  That  was  all  ? 

A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  Can  you— about  Mr.  Barnard's  list— show  ivhicli  ha 
furnished  ? 

A.  I  can't  tell.  Barnard  handed  me  lists  at  several  different 
times,  to  quite  au  amount. 

Q,  When  did  Mr.  Baruard  furnish  you  the  first  list,— during 
Mr.  Edmonds'  term,  or  about  when  ? 

A.  I  cannofc  hs  at  all  positive  about  the  date. 

Q.  When  the  last  list  ? 

A.  A  few  days  ago. 

Q.  How  long  ago  ? 

A.  My  impression  is,  the  4th  of  this  mouth. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  the  amount  of  that  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is  less  than  200  acres.  I  think  three  desorip- 
tions. 

Q.  Reserved  on  Mr.  Ilall'a  contract,  or  on  what? 

A.  I  think  I  reserved  that  on  Mr,  Steven  C.  Hall  and  Mr. 
A.  M.  Green's  contract, — a  new  contract  that  had  been  recently 
made.  I  don't  mean  to  say  thai  I  reserved  that.  I  applied  to 
have  that  reserved,  but  I  don't  want  it  written  down. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  boxes, — parties  having  boxes  in  the  Land 
OfBce.  State  what  tJie  practice  is  in  regard  to  keeping  boxes 
there,  and  for  what  parties  they  are  kept. 

A.  The  practice  is  to  keep  the  papers  that  may  bo  on  file 
in  the  Land  Office,  in  file  boxes, — mostly  in  paper  boxes.  Most 
of  them  are  boxes  that  have  a  lid  and  are  entirely  closed  up. 
Some  of  them  are  open  at  one  end.  I  think  the  practice  has 
been,  ever  since  I  have  known  the  ofBce,  to  keep  those  papers 
mainly  by  individual  accounts.  For  instance,  Mr.  Edmiind 
Hall  takes  a  contract  and  is  liable  to  have  quite  an  amount  of 
correspondence  in  the  oHice,  and  they  usually  take  a  box  and 
write  the  name  on  fhe  box  with  a  pencil,  and  then  the  papers 
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that  are  to  be  filed,  pertaining  to  him,  are  put  into  this  box. 
I  think  that  is  about  the  idea  of  it. 

Q.  You  have  stated  specially,  in  regard  to  Edmund  Hall  ? 

A.  Well,  any  other  man  similarly  situated. 

Q.  How  situated, — as  contractor  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  maiky  boxes  are  there  ? 

A.  A  good  many, — I  have  not  counted  them. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  estimate, — whether  one  dozen,  one 
hundred,  or  one  thousand  ? 

A.  The  boxes  devot«dto  this  individual  account,  I  should 
gnese,  one  hundred-  There  may  be  more  or  there  may  be  less, 
going  back  through  to  all  the  administrations. 

The  Presiding  Officer — Are  you  very  nearly  through  with 
this  witness  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — We  desire  to  ask  a  few  more  questions  in 
the  morning. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  hour  of  four  o'clock  having  ar- 
rived, the  Senate,  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Impeaehnaent,  stands 
adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  nine  o'clock. 


Saturday,  A.  M.,  May  11th,  1873. 

The  Senate  met  and  waa  called  to  order  by  the  President 
pro  tern. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  the  usual  praclamation. 

Roll  called:  quorum  present. 

Absent  without  leave — Senator  Begole. 

Mr.  Randall — Mr.  President :  On  the  30th  of  last  month, 
by  the  generosity  of  the  Senate,  I  was  granted  an  indefinite 
leave  of  absence  by  reason  of  the  sickness  of  my  child.  Since 
that  date  important  testimony  has  been  taken,  and  important 
legal  arguments  had  in  this  case,  none  of  which  I  have  been 
HI 
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able  to  hear,  and  none  of  which  I  have  been  able  to  read  in 
the  journal.  I  have  most  serious  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of 
my  Bitting  as  a  juror  in  I'lis  case,  and  I  would  ask  the  Senate 
for  leave  of  absence  for  the  balance  of  this  trial  on  that 
account. 

Leave  was  not  granted. 

The  Presiding  Officer — The  Gentleman  Managers,  upon  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives  wil!  proceed  with  their 
evidence  in  support  of  the  articles  of  impeachment.  Senators 
will  please  give  their  attention. 

CEOHS-EXAMINATION   OF   L.  B.   POTFEB,    RESUMED. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Shipman : 

Question.  You  spoke  of  some  reservations  in  favor  of  Ed- 
mund Hall,  on  Obed  Smith's  contract;  will  you  state  whether 
or  not  those  were  released  to  Mr.  Smith  ? 

Answer.  Reservations  that  I  applied  for  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
Hall? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  That  had  formerly  been  reaen^ed  by  Obed  Smith  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  They  were  released  by  me,— that  is,  I  drew  tlie  release  in 
behalf  of  Mr.  Hall,  signed  his  name  to  it  in  favor  of  Obed 
Smith;  that  is,  I  let  Obed  Smith  have  the  land. 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  clerks  in  the  office  there,  yon  spoke  of 
there  being  more  clerks  than  under  Mr.  Pritchard's  adminis- 
tration, I  believe  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Will  yon  state  how  the  clerks  have  been  employed  since 
Mr.  Edmonds  has  been  there,  generally,  as  to  their  duties,  and 
how  busy  they  were  ? 

A.  It  would  be  my  opinion  that  the  clerks  in  the  office  had 
been  as  busy  as  heretofore. 

Q,  Can  you  state,  more  definitely  and  fully,  the  kind  of 
work  they  are  doing,  whether  additional  work  or  not? 

A.  They  arc  doing  some  additional  work.     Not  very  long 
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after  Mr.  Edmonds  took  the  office, — I  think  he  eaid  that  to  me 
and  to  others, — that  he  thought  there  should  be  an  abstract 
history  of  all  the  lands  belonging  to  the  State  ivhich  he  did 
not  find  in  the  office;  and  afterwards  he  put  a  force  of  his 
men  upon  that  work,  and  I  think  four  men  have  been 
employed  constantly  at  that  work, — perhaps  five  men  some 
of  the  time,  but  four  regularly  at  the  wort. 

Q.  State  whether  there  was  an  extra  clerk  employed  for  any 
other  work  in  that  office. 

A.  Since  the  office  was  remoyed  to  the  present  quarters  the 
arrangement  of  the  office  was  such  that  the  Commissioner 
thought  it  was  not  best,  for  seTcral  reasons,  that  men  coming 
to  do  busiuese  with  the  office  should  go  through  the  office  and 
help  themselves,  and  be  therefore  made  an  arrangement  by 
which  a  clerk  should  hare  it  his  especial  duty  to  wait  upon 
customers  who  should  come  to  do  business  at  the  office.  If 
they  wanted  to  see  a  tract-book  the  clerk  was  to  bring  it  to 
them  and  give  them  such  information  as  they  desired. 

Q,  How  in  the  other  business  there, — in  any  other  depart- 
ment ?  Anything  additional  taking  care  of  the  reserve-hooke  or 
tract-books  ? 

A.  The  reserve-book, — there  has  been  a  clerk  assigned  to 
the  duty  of  keeping  that  book.  It  is  a  book  that  was  started 
however,  and  kept  to  some  extent,  under  Mr,  Pritchard's  ad- 
ministration. It  is  not  a  new  branch  of  work,  but  I  think  it 
is  kept  more  fully  and  thoroughly  than  it  was  before. 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  they  had  got 
far  behind  or  not  during  Gen.  Pritchard's  administration? 

A.  It  had  got  considerably  behind. 

Q.  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  some  lands  that  you 
spoke  of  yesterday  that  were  patented  in  the  name  of  James 
T.  Munroe,  under  order  of  Feb.  20,  1871-  Can  you  state 
whether  those  lands  were  reserved  upon  Edmund  Hall's  con- 
tract? 
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A.  I  have  looked  ab  a  list  of  appIicationB  for  reserves,  this 
morning,  and  I  find  that  those  lands  were  in  the  application. 

Q.  Will  you  state  tlie  date  of  the  application  ? 

A.  December  14, 1870. 

Q.  Whose  application  is  it  ? 

A.  It  is  an  application  which  I  made,  to  have  reserved  for 
Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  State  whether  the  lands  you  spoke  of,  that  were  patented 
in  favor  of  L.  S.  Hudson,  are  in  that  list  ? 

A.  I  think  they  are. 

Q,  And  the  land  mentioned  in  the  order  of  April  24, 1871,— 
the  S.  W.  of  the  S.  W.  of  12,  3  S.,  16  W.  ? 

A.  That  is  here. 

Q.  All  in  this  same  application  of  December  14  't 

A.  I  think  they  are. 

Mr.  Shipmau — We  wish  to  introdace  in  evidence  tliat  docu- 
ment aa  a  part  of  the  croes-esamination. 

Mr.  Manager  Huston — I  would  like  Mr.  Potter  to  explain 
why  George  L.  Hitchcock's  name  has  been  stricken  from  liere, 
and  Mr.  Hall's  placed  below  ? 

Witness — For  the  reason  that  Mr.  Hall  lias  a  power  of 
attorney  to  handle  Mr,  Hitchcock's  contract. 

Question.  Then  they  were  resei-ved  on  Mr.  Hitchcock's  con- 
tract? 

Answer.  On  the  Hitchcock  contract;  hut,  as  I  stated  yes- 
terday, Mr.  Hitchcock's  and  Mr.  Van  Eiper's  ou  Benjamin 
Hall's  contract  were  all  pat  into  the  hands  of  Edmund  Hall 
by  a  written  instrument. 

Mr,  Manager  Huston — We  liave  no  objection  to  the  paper 
being  introduced  in  evidence. 

The  Presiding  OfBcer — It  will  be  received  in  evidence. 
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REMARKS. 
ProotFiled,  Xa,l»l 


"  OwftV  Slate  Land  Offiee,  Landng,  Mich.  : 

"Please  reserve  the  above  list  of  lands  on  my  contract,  No. 
U9, — Ionia,  Houghton  Ijake  and  Mackinac  State  road. 

"E.  HALL. 
"  Per  L.  B.  Potter. 
"  Lansing,  Dec.  U,  1S70." 

Indorsed  on  the  back  as  follows: 

•' Geo.  L.  Hitchcock,  Dec.  14,  1870.  liec'd  Dec,  19,  1870. 
"  Recorded,  page  370," 

By  Mr.  Shipman  r 

Qnestion.  Then  all  the  lands  ■which  Mr.  Hall  patented,  had 
been  previonsly  reserved  to  Mr.  Hal!  ? 

Answer.  They  had  been  reserved  to  Mr.  Hall  at  the  time  I 
drew  the  order. 


RE-EXAMINATION  OE   L. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  Do  you  understand  why  the  patents  were  issued 
to  Mr.  Munroe  in  this  case,  as  the  assignee  of  Mr.  Hewitt,  if 
those  lands  were  reserved  in  Mr.  Hall's  contract.  The  patent 
to  part  of  those  lands  is  on  file  in  evidence,  and  it  shows  that 
it  was  issued  to  Mr.  Munroe,  as  the  assignee  of  Cyrus  Hewitt? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that  now. 
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Q.  What  interest  had  Cyrus  Hewitt  iu  these  lauds,  that  the 
certificate  of  purchase  had  beeu  issued  to  him  ? 

A.  I  cannot  toll  jou. 

Q,  Do  you  know  whether  this  reservation  was  released,  and 
they  were  afterwards  reserved  by  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  Hewitt's  resrevation  was  put  on, 
whether  it  was  before  or  after  the  one  yoo  have  been  testifying 
with  regard  to  ? 

A.  I  think  if  Mr.  Hewitt  had  them  reserved,  it  must  have 
been  before  they  were  reserved  to  Mr.  Hail. 

Q.  Have  you  looked  at  the  plat-book  to  see  whether  they 
were  marked  as  reserved  to  Mr.  Hewitt? 

A.  I  have  not  looked  at  the  plat-hook ;  but  in  anything 
that  was  brought  before  me  yesterday,  I  do  not  remember 
that  Mr.  Hewitt's  name  was  in  connection  with  them.  The 
orders  that  were  sent  to  me,  if  I  remember,  said  nothing  about 
Mr.  Hewitt.  The  order  said :  "  Commissioner  State  Land 
Office.  Please  patent" — certain  descriptions  named  there — 
"  to  James  T.  Munroe,  and  charge  to  my  aJ2count." 

Q.  I  did  not  know  hut  you  might  have  known.  What  I 
wanted  to  ascertain  was,  why  these  patents  were  issued  to  Mr. 
Hewitt  instead  of  Mr.  Hall  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  that  they  were  issued  to  Mr.  Ilewitf. 

Q.  When  yoii  released  the  reservation  of  Mr.  Hall  upon  the 
Smith  lands,  it  was  after  it  was  ascertained  at  the  oifice,  by  the 
etat«men's  that  were  made  there,  that  Mr.  Smith  had  sufficient 
nnmatored  scrip  to  hold  the  lands,  was  it  not  ? 

A.  It  was  after  that  matter  had  been  started  up  in  the  office, 
and  Mr.  Smith  claimed  he  had  sufficient  to  hold  the  lands. 

Q.  After  it  was  found  there  was  a  mistake  in  the  accounts, 
and  there  was  a  balance  his  due — 

The  Presiding  Officer— Before  the  witness  leaves  the  stand, 
I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  page  312  of  the  journal  of 
yesterday's  proceedings.    Towards  the  bottom  of  the  right-hand 
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eolnmn,  on  that  page,  it  seems  to  me  there  is  a  mistake,  as  the 
Chair  recollects  it,  both  in  the  question  and  in  the  answer. 
The  question,  as  it  ia  here,  is  "  Did  Mr.  Gillam  furnish  you  a 
bid  ?"  I  think  the  question  should  be  "  Did  Mr.  Gillam  fur- 
nish yoa  a  list  ?"  And  the  answer  should  be  "  Five  80  acre 
lots ;"  whereas  in  the  printed  testimony  it  is  "Five  acre  lots,'' 

It  is  admitted  that  the  Chair's  recollection  of  the  testimony 
is  correct,  and  the  testimony  ia  corrected,  us  stated  by  the 
Chair. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Cochrane : 

Question.  Those  orders  which  jou  gave  yesterday,  most  of 
them  appear  to  have  a  description  of'land  attached  to  them, 
do  they  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  that  your  arrangement  with  Mr.  Hall,  or  your 
orderafrom  Hall,  were  to  furnish  Barnard  with  scrip,  within  a 
certain  limited  extent,  when  he  wanted  it? 

A.  To  a  limited  extent ;  not  within  a  certain  limited  extent. 
The  understanding  was,  not  to  any  great  extent,  but  a  limited 
extent. 

Q,  Why  were  these  descriptions  attached  to  your  orders  of 
scrip  ? 

A.  You  mean  the  orders  to  patent  ? 

Q.  If  I  recollect  them,  I  have  been  trying  to  find  some  of 
them.  My  recollection  was,  that  each  one  of  these  or- 
ders for  scrip  simply  had  attached  to  them  a  description  of 
land,  and  I  think  an  order  for  a  patent,  perhaps?'' 

A,  I  think  that  is  so,  "  Please  patent  certain  sections  to  me, 
so  and  so,  and  charge  to  my  account."  I  think,  in  each  case, 
the  description  of  land  was  so  stated,  because  I  understood  the 
arrangement  to  include  not  only  the  scrip,  hut  certain  de- 
aeriptions  of  land. 

A.  Then  Mr.  Barnard,  when  he  received  scrip,  was  to  pur- 
chase land  from  Mr.  Hall's  list? 

A.  Yes,  sir;  all  the  orders  that  I  gave  him,  I  think,  were  to 
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locate  land  that  had  been  reserved  for  Mr.  Hall,  the  scrip  and 
the  resen-ation  together. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  pai-t  of  the  arrangement  that  Barnard,  when 
he  received  this  scrip,  should  take  the  lands  which  ho  reqnired 
from  Mr.  Hall  ? 

■  A.  I  think  that  was  a  part  of  the  arrangement.  I  think  he 
did  take  it  from  his  reservation. 

Q.  It  seems  that  he  did,  as  a  matter  of  fact ;  bnt  was  not 
that  a  part  of  the  arrangement? 

A.  That,  as  I  understood  it,  was  a  part  of  the  arrangement. 

Q.  Then,  when  you  stated  the  orders  from  Mr.  Hall  to  giye 
Mr.  Barnard  a  limited  amount  of  scrip,  you  did  not  make  ft 
statement  of  the  full  understanding  ? 

A.  Perhaps  not.  I  do  not  remember  jnst  liow  fully  I 
explained  the  order. 

Q.  You  did  not  say  why  these  orders  were— I  think  all  of 
them— accompanied  by  an  order  for  specific  land  ? 

A.  I  think  the  question  was  not  asked  of  me. 

The  Presiding  Officer— The  Senator  from  the  Twenty-fifth 
sends  up  the  following  question.  The  Secretary  will  read  the 
question. 

The  Secretary  read  the  queston,  as  follows: 

"Question — Did  you  understand,  the  time  the  reservation 
was  made  by  Barnard  on  the  Hall  contract,  that  they  were 
entered  for  the  benefit  of  Barnard,  and  that  Hall  had  no  inter- 
est in  the  lands,  and  received  no  pay  and  had  no  interest  in  the 
pay  whatever;  but  that  it  was  Barnard's  proceeds  on  the  lands 
to  all  intents  and  pnrposes  ?" 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  could  not  say  that, 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  effect  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Shipman — One  moment.  That  is  a  question  for  us  to 
judge  of,  and  not  the,  witness. 

Mr.  Manager  Cochrane — I  will  withdraw  the  question.  It 
probably  involves  a  legal  question. 

Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor — I  want  to  ask  you  another  ques- 
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lion.  Can  you  give  a  list  of  the  dates  whtn  these  advances  Of 
scrip  have  been  made  to  Mr.  Barnard  ?  "Will  you  state  the 
lirat? 

Answer.  The  first  wiis  January  d7th,  1871,  $100. 

Q.  Are  there  any  credits  for  return  of  that  ecrip  ?  I  iinder- 
Btand  that  ho  borrowed  thst  scrip.  Are  there  any  returns  for 
credit  V 

A.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  that  he  borrowed  scrip. 

Q.  Does  he  give  it  to  him  ? 

A.  I  understand  it  that  Mr.  Barnard  aod  Mr.  HalJ  arc  to 
settle  that  matter,  as  I  stated  yesterday.  I  did  not  lis  the 
price  of  the  scrip,  but  loft  that  matter  for  Barnai'd  and  Hall 

Q.  Then  he  does  not  return  the  scrip  to  you,  or  pay  you  for 
the  scrip  ? 

A.  He  does  not ;  there  was  no  arrangement  between  nic  and 
Baraard  that  ho  should,  but  he  sliould  settle  with  Hall. 

Q.  Then,  that  its  to  HaZl  is  simply  a  matter  of  settlement, 
and  not  charges  ? 

A.  N"o,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  know  nothing  about  bow  they  are  settled  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  Barnard  has  paid  Hall  any- 
thing for  this  scrip  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  lie  has  settled  at  all ;  I  do  not  know 
that  he  has. 

EE-OIIOSS-BSAMIKATION'   OP    L.    Ji.   I'OrTlOi. 

Bsaminod  by  Mr.  HMpman : 

Question.  I  find  that  the  patent  for  the  N.  E.  |-  of  the  S.  W. 
i,  section  W,  town  10  N.,  range  4  E.,  issued  to  James  T. 
Munroe  as  assignee  of  Cyrus  Hewitt,  states  that  Cyrus  Hewitt 
purchased  the  land  on  the  28th  January,  1871.  The  reserva- 
tions to  Mr.  Haii  were  December  14,  1870.  Have  you  any 
knowledge  how  that  forty  got  from  Mr.  Hali  to  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge.    Oh,  yea,  I  have ;  it  is  in  ira 
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order  I  drew;  but  how  it  got  from  Hewitt  to  Munroi:  I  know 
nothing  about. 

Q.  You  knew  bow  it  got  from  Hall  to  Hewitt  ? 

A.  The  order  I  got  was  asking  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office  to  patent  it  to  Mr.  Hewitt ;  but  I  know  nothing 
about  the  assignment  from  Hewitt  to  Manroe. 

Q.  That  is  one  of  the  descriptions  on  that  list? 

A.  One  of  the  descriptions  on  the  oi-der  shown  me  yesterday, 

Q.  That  was  the  Kst  of  reservations  of  1870  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  on  that,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  You  are  clerk  of  the  board  of  road  commissioners, 
I  think. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  In  auditing  the  account  of  Obed  Smith,  have  you  any 
recollection  of  any  portion  of  his  account  being  audited 
twice. 

A.  Yes,  air. 

Q,  State  the  facts  in  regard  to  it. 

A.  On  a  certain  contract  I  remember,  which  I  cannot 
now  state,  the  local  commissioner  committed  two  errors. 
I  think  they  were  both  in  the  same  contract.  In  writing  up 
the  contract  he  called  it  twelve  miles,  where,  as  it  was  shown 
afterwards  when  he  wont  to  close  up  the  contract  for  Mr. 
Smith,  he  had  built  more  miles,  and  it  showed  at  the  close  and 
ending  of  the  contract— it  showed  thirteen  miles, — one  mile 
more  than  was  embodied  in  the  contract.  I  had  kept  the  eon- 
tract  for  so  much  a  mile,  and  had  given  him  credit  for  twelve 
miles,  and  when  he  came  before  the  Board  of  Control  and 
made  his  showing  of  thirteen  miles,  he  was  allowed  an  extra 
mile.  That  was  one  mistake  the  eomnrissioner  made.  Then 
in  accepting  the  work,  I  found  that  he  had  accepted  one  parcel 
twice  over,  and  really  had  made  the  acceptance  of  thirteen 
milee.  One  of  the  miles  was  accepted  and  one  that  should  have 
been  accepted  was  not  accepted  at  all.  In  this  way  the  account 
became  mised.    I  found  after  the  work  had  been  accepted  by 
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the  Board  (this  error),  that  it  had  been  accepted  twice,  and  I 
went  to  the  Land  Office  and  asked  them  to  hold  back  $1,250 
for  thia  double  acceptance. 

Q.  You  went  to  the  Land  Office  and  asked  them  to  hold 
back  11,250. 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  after  that  was  made  straight,  he  actually 
got  $1,250  back  for  the  mile  that  had  been  completed,  which 
had  not  been  credited  to  him  before. 

Q.  Now,  had  the  Land  Commissioner  any  notice  of  the 
extra  mile,  that  he  might  give  him  credit,  on  his  books  for  it, 

A.  Not  at  all,  and  not  until  that  settlement,  and  his  correc- 
tion. 

Q.  Was  that  the  settlement  in  which  the  differences  arose 
between  the  Commissioner  and  Mr.  Smith? 

A.  I  think  that  was  a  portion  of  the  differences. 

Q.  It  was  at  that  time  ?- 

A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  that  was  the  time.  Mr.  Smith  claimed 
that  he  ought  to  have  more  credits  than  he  had,  and  there  were 
errors,  and  that  then  they  were  investigated. 

Mr,  Shipman — -That  is  all. 

KE-DIKECT  EXAMINATION   Of  L.   B.   POTTER. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.  Didn't  you  state  yesterday  in  substance  that  thia 
credit  belonged  to  Mr.  Hall  ?  Didn't  you  say  that  those  pur- 
chases were  to  all  intents  and  purposes  for  the  benefit  of  Mr. 
Barnard  so  far  as  you  knew  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  don't  remember  distinctly  whether  I  stated 
that, 

Q.  How  is  it  now  ?  If  you  don't  remember  now,  what  is  the 
fact? 

A,  I  think  it  was  for  the  control  of  Mr.  Barnard.  I  might 
say,  perhaps,  tbat  my  idea  would  be  that  it  was  for  his  benefit, 
beyond  what  he  might  pay  Mr.  Hall  for  the  reserves  and  the 
scrip,  I  always  understood  that  Barnard  was  to  settle  with 
Hall,  both  for  the  reserves  and  the  scrip. 
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Q,  And  the  proGts  of  the  scrip,  as  you  understand,  to  be  for 
Mr.  Hall's  and  Barnard's  benefit  ? 

Q.  Have  you  dealt  somewhat  largely  in  lauda  during  the  past, 
year, — in  the  purchase  of  lands  yourself? 

A.  Not  very  largely. 

Q.  Have  you  somewhat  ? 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  To  what  extent  ?     How  many  thousand  acres  ? 

A.  I  never  purchased  a  thousand  acres  in  my  lifetime. 

Q.  You  have  purchased  some  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  some. 

Q.  Are  you  interested  in  certain  reservations  now,  on  your 
own  account  ? 

A.  A  few. 

Q.  "Were  those  reservations  made  on  unmatured  scrip,  bj 
yourself  ? 

A.  The  reservations  that  I  am  interested  in^that  I  call 
myself  interested  in — I  have  made  on  Mr.  Hall's  contract. 

Q.  You  do  not  own  any  unmatured  scrip  on  your  own 
account  F 

A.  I  think  I  don't  to-day. 

Q.  Did  you  at  the  time  these  lands  of  yours  were  reserved  ? 

A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Had  you  the  permission  of  Mr.  Hall  to  have  them  reserved 
on  his  contract  ? 

A.  I  had. 

The  Presiding  OUicei- — I  notice  two  or  three  mistakes  in 
yesterday's  journal,  in  the  evidence  of  the  witness  yestA-day. 
The  question  is  "How  many  hoses  are  there?"  and  in  the 
answer  "  The  books  devoted  to  this  individual  account  I  should 
guess  one  hundred,"  and  it  should  he  "The  hoses  devoted  to 
individual  accounts  is  one  hundred." 

Answer,  Yes,  sir;  more  or  leas. 

Q.  "  Boses "  instead  of  "  books  ?" 

A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Manager  Grosvenor : 

Question.  "Whether  you  are  not  iuterestect  in  the  lands  with 
Mr.  Hall,  covered  by  these  reservations,  or  in  some  of  them  ? 

Answer.  A  very  few  pieces. 

Q.  Arc  you  interested  in  the  contracts  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  not  interested,  whatever,  in  the  eontract«. 

Q.  Yon  receive  compensation  for  your  services,  from  Mr. 
H»ll? 

A.  I  have  never  settled  with  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  Yon  have  received  compensation  for  your  services,  have 
yon  not  ? 

A.  I  received — if  this  is  compensation — I  received  the 
accommodation  to  reserve  certain  pieces  of  land,  of  which  I 
talked  to  Mr.  Hall  about.  He  said  I  could  reserve  them  on 
his  contract,  and  we  would,  when  we  got  through,  close  it  up 
as  we  might  agree. 

Q.  And  that  was  the  consideration  for  your  services  for  him  ? 

A.  No  other  consideration  has  ever  been  stated. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  expected  by  yoii  ? 

A.  Well,  I  have  not  expected  to  do  a  great  deal  of  work  for 
a  man  for  nothing. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston : 

Question.  When  was  it  you  drew  the  order  to  Mr.  Hewitt  f 

Answer.  January  2'i'tli,  1871. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Hewitt  pay  you  for  that  order  ? 

A.  I  stated  yesterday  that  that  was  in  the  hundred  dollar 
order  that  I  drew  for  Mr.  Barnard.  I  charged  the  amount  of 
Mr.  Hall's  scrip  to  Mr.  Barnard. 

Q.  Then,  although  you  drew  an  order  to  Mr.  Hewitt,  yon 
did  not  charge  anything  to  Mr.  Hewitt  ? 

A,  Mr.  Barnard  requested  me  to  charge  that  scrip  to  him, 
and  to  draw  the  order  for  the  land  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Hewitt. 

Q.  And  the  order  to  Mr.  Hewitt  was  a  mere  matter  of  ac- 
commodation ? 

A.  So  far  as  I  know. 
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Q.  Did  Mr.  Edmonds  know  that  you  was  the  agent  of  Mr. 
Hall? 

A.  I  think  he  did. 

Q.  Knew  what  the  arrangement  was  between  you  and  Mr. 
Hall? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  He  knew  jou  was  his  agent  ? 

A,  He  knew  that  I  was  his  agent  before  he  would  recognise 
my  orders.  I  think  there  is  written  authority  for  me  to  act, 
as  his  agent,  filed  with  Mr.  Edmonds. 

RE-CBOSS-EXAMINATION  OF  L.   B.    POTTER. 

Examined  by  Mr,  Shipman : 

Question.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  Land  Oifice  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Has  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office  any  control 
over  you  ? 

A.  I  don't  think  he  has.    I  never  acknowledged  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer — I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Honorable  Managers,  and  the  counsel  for  the  respondent,  to 
rule  23. 

Mr.  Shipman — I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  page  313  of  the  "  Impeachment  Proceedings,"  The 
language  used  there  is  this:  "Devoted  to  this  individual 
account;"  it  should  read:  "Devoted  to  these  individual 
accounts." 

The  Presiding  OfBeer— -That  is  the  recollection  of  the  Chair. 

Mr,  McGowan — In  that  connection,  I  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  page  344  of  the  "  Impeachment  Proceed- 
ings," line  fourteen  from  the  bottom.  The  question,  as  printed, 
is,  '■  How  much  was  to  run  to  you  in  the  whole  ?"  The 
answer  is,  "1725."  The  question  was  asked  by  myself,  and 
should  have  been,  "  How  much  money  was  returned  to  you?" 
and  the  answer  was,  "  $17.35."  In  the  next  page,  3i5,  "  Mich- 
igan Falls"  should  have  been  "  Niagara  Falls," 
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TESTIMONY    OF   G,    B.   GRIBWOLU. 

G.  B,  Griswold,  a  witness,  iiroduced,  sworn,  and  examined 
on  the  part  and  behalf  of  the  Hoiiee  of  Eepreeentatives,  testi- 
fied as  follows ; 

Esamined  hy  Mr.  Manager  GrosTenor: 

Question — Arc  you  a  clerk  in  the  Land  Office  ? 

Answer — I  am. 

Q.  How  loQg  have  you  been  so  ? 

A.  Since  a  year  ago  last  August. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  hooks  and  records? 

A.  Somewhat. 

Q.  Will  yon  look  upon  that  book  before  you  and  see  whether 
that  is  one  of  the  records  of  the  office  and  what  it  is  called  ? 

A.  The  primary  school  book. 

Q.  Will  yon  look  upon  the  right-hand  page?  What  page 
is  it? 

A.  Page  36-7. 

Q.  And  the  lust  entry,  1  think  it  is? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Will  you  read  the  kst  entry  ? 

A.  [Witness  reads.]  '■  Two  fractional  lots,  certificate  issued 
to  Ely  Godard,  lots  5  and  fl,  Dec.  30,  1871.  No.  of  certificate 
10831." 

Q.  What  is  the  number  of  acres  ? 

A.  In  lot  5  there  is  31  acres  and  31  hundredths. 

Q.  Together  what  are  they, — the  two  fractions  ?  Is'nt  it 
there  entered  on  the  book  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir ;  59  acres  and  51  hundredths. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  of  that  land. 

A,  Four  dollars  per  acre,  I  helieve. 

Q.  A  quarter  down  would  be  how  much  ? 

A.  One  dollar  per  acre. 

Q.  A  quarter  down  would  be  fifty-nine  dollars  and  eighty 
cents  ? 

A.  Fifty-nine  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  for  two  lots. 
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Q.  That  was  entered  at  what  date  ? 

A.  December  30, 1871. 

Q.  By  whom  ? 

A.  Ely  Godard. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  records  and  files  in  the  Land 
Office,  for  an  application  of  Godard,  referring  to  that  entry? 

A.  I  examined  them  this  morning,  somewhat, — that  ia,  I 
examined  the  letter-book  and  the  bos  of  Ely  Godard. 

Q.  What  was  the  result  ? 

A.  In  regard  to  what  ? 

Q,  In  regard  to  the  application  ;  do  you  find  it  ';■ 

A.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Q,  Did  you  examine-  for  the  affidavit  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Required  to  be  made  in  such  cases  ? 

A.  I  made  an  examination  for  a  timber  affidavit,  as  requested. 

Q.  It  ia  the  rule  of  the  office  that  in  entering  these  school 
lauds  it  should  reqiiire  an  affidavit  that  it  is  not  yaluable  for 
timber  ? 

A.  Well,  I  don't  know  that  it  ia  always.  I  never  understood 
that  it  was  always  the  rule.  Where  they  were  satisfied  that  it 
was  not  valuable  for  pine,  they  did  not  require  the  affidavit ; 
but  I  am  not  exactly  clear  on  that.  I  bad  nothing  to  do  with 
the  receiving  of  affidavits, 

Q.  It  is  usual  to  require  them,  is  it  not  ? 

A.  In  that  case  it  is  usnal  in  entering  lands— 

Q.  Answer  my  question.  Is  it  not  usual  in  the  office  in 
entering  school  lands  to  require  an  affidavit  that  it  ia  not  val- 
uable for  timber,  but  only  for  agricultural  purposes  ? 

A.  Not  where  it  is  not  yaluable  fur  timber. 

Q.  Will  you  answer  that  question  ? 

A.  State  it  a  little  more  explicitly  and  perhaps  I  will 
understand  it. 

Q.  Will  you  answer  the  question  i* 

A,  If  you  will  state  it  a  little  more  explicitly,  I  will  under- 
stand it 
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Q.  Ib  it  not  the  UBtial  practice  in  your  office  to  require  an 
affidavit  that  the  land  is  not  valuable  for  timber,  and  is  onl; 
valuable  for  agricultural  purposes,  before  they  are  allowed  to 
enter  it  ? 

A,  I  cannot  swear  with  regard  to  it.  I  am  not  familiar 
enough.    I  have  not  had  anything  to  do  with  the  sales  of  land. 

Q.  Are  you  not  familiar  with  that  practice  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  practice  of  the  Deputy  and 
chief  clerk. 

Q,  Wha^is  your  business  there? 

A.  Now  I  am  waiting  upon  customere;  very  recently,  how- 
ever. 

Q.  You  have  to  give  them  the  necessary  information  in 
guiding  them  to  make  the  entries  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  yon  not  informed  enough  to  tell  a  gentleman  apply- 
ing for  land,  what  is  and  what  is  not  necessary  to  accomplish 
the  purpose  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  A  man  applies  to  buy  a  piece  of  'school  land, — are  you 
not  informed  enough  to  tell  him  whether  it  is  necessary  to  file 
an  affidavit  as  to  lumber  qualities  ? 

A.  I  always  tell  him,  where  it  is  valuable  for  pine,  he  will 
be  required  to  file  an  affidavit. 

Q.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  yon  were  not  familiar 
enough  to  say  about  that  ? 

A.  I  said  I  was  not  familiar  enough  to  say  whether  they 
always  required  it. 

Q.  I  have  not  asked  you  about  always.  I  asked  you  if  it 
was  not  a  general  rule. 

A.  I  believe  bo. 

Q.  Then  you  are  informed  enough  on  that  subject.  la  it 
not  your  instructions  ? 

A.  I  have  not  received  any  verbal  instructions, — it  is  only  as 
I  understand  it. 
113 
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Q.  And  yet  you  are  detailed  to  wait  upon  cnstomers  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  haye  been  for  the  last  few  days ;  about  a  week,  I 
gneB8. 

*Q.  What  were  your  duties  before  you  were  detailed  in  thia 
direction  ? 

A.  Immediately  previous  to  that  I  occupied  the  draughts- 
man's chair  for  a  very  short  time;  preyiona  to  that,  I  had 
charge  of  the  field-note  department. 

Q.  You  say  it  is  the  practice  to  require  an  affidavit  that  the 
laud  is  not  valuable  for  lumber,  except  when  you  know  that  it 
is  not.    Is  that  what  you  say  ? 

A,  I  think  that  is  the  rule. 

Q.  How  do  you  ascertain  that  it  is  not  valuable  ?  What 
means  has  the  office  of  ascertaining  how  it  is  not  valuable? 

A,  I  do  not  know  that  they  have  any. 

Q,  Have  you  been  interested  in  the  purch^e  of  State  lands 
while  you  have  been  a  clerk  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  have  not  purchased  any. 

Q.  Not  in  your  own  name  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  been  interested  iu  purchases  in  the  names  of 
others? 

A.  I  have  not  been  interested  indirectly  in  the  purchase  of 
lands. 

Q.  Do  not  trifle  with  your  conscience,  young  man ;  just  an- 
swer.   You  know  what  I  mean. 

A.  I  believe  I  am  under  oath. 

Mr.  McGowan— It  is  not  necessary  to  lecture  the  witness. 
He  is  yours. 

Question.  I  ask  you  if  you  have  not  been  interested  in  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  lands  •belonging  to  the  State,  since  you 
have  been  a  clerk  under  Edmonds. 

Answer.  I  have  not  been  interested  iu  the  purchase  of  laud. 
I  have  had  an  interest,  perhaps,  in  lands. 

Q.  State  how  you  were  interested. 
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A.  Yon  can  call  it  as  acting  aa  agent  for  others.  I  hare 
negotiated  for  others  for  the  sale  of  a  few  pieces. 

Q.  For  the  purchase  ? 

A.  No,  sir, 

Q,  Have  you  been  interested  in  the  profits  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  the  understanding  that  you  should  be  inter- 
ested in  the  profits  when  the  entries  were  made  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  there  were  one  or  two  pieces,  and  I  do 
not  remember  whether  there  was  an  understanding  that  I 
should  have  an  exact  interest  in  the  profite.  He  was  to  pay 
me  a  certain  amount  for  selling. 

Q.  Who  was  the  man  ? 

A.  Mr.  Port«r. 

Q.  What  Porter  ? 

A.  E.  S.  Porter. 

Q.  How  many  pieces  ? 

A.  Two  iVs,  I  think. 

Q.  State  what  the  arrangement  was  between  you  and  him  ? 

A.  He  entered  the  land, — reserved  them.  He  was  a  scrip 
owner;  and  I  think  he  told  me,  if  I  would  endeavour  to  sell 
them, — write  letters  to  parties,  and  endeavor  to  sell  themj — he 
would  pay  me  for  it. 

Q.  When  Was  that  arrangement  made, — before  he  entered 
them? 

A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Was  it  not  at  the  time  he  entered  them  't 

A.  I  do  not  remember.    I  hardly  think  it  was  at  the  time. 

Q,  When  did  you  receive  that  money  ? 

A.  I  sold  the  land  myself  for  Mr.  Porter,  and  received  the 
money  for  it. 

Q.  Did  you  not  sell  them  before  they  were  patented  ? 

A.  Certainly,  and  they  were  reserred  to  Mr.  Porter. 

Q.  And  they  were  held  by  Mr,  Porter  until  yon  had  sold 
them  to  third  parties  ? 

A.  Certainly? 
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Q.  You  sold  them  and  then  had  them  patented  F 

A.  Ko,  be  filed  hie  release. 

Q.  Did  you  not  advance  the  money  yourself  to  pay  for  them? 

A,  I  think  I  did.  Mr.  Porter  waa  in  Alpena  when  tbe  sale 
wae  made. 

Q,  Who  signed  the  application  ? 

A.  Mr.  Porter. 

Q.  Did  he  have  a  certificate  of  the  sale  ? 

A,  He  had  them  reserved. 

Q.  On  whose  contract? 

A.  I  think  he  had  them  reserved  on  Obed  Smith's  contract — 
I  think  it  was  his. 

Q.  And  you  advanced  the  money  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Why  did  yon  not  pay  him  out  of  Obed  Smith's  contract  ? 

A.  When  the  sale  was  made,  if  I  remember  distinctly,  I  think 
Mr,  Port«r  did  not  have  scrip  enough  to  cover  these  lands. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  yon  to  make  the  advance  of  this  money  ? 

A.  No,  air. 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  it  ? 

A.  I  found,  in  making  up  the  account,  he  did  not  have  scrip 
enough  to  patent  these  lands. 

Q.  Who  informed  you  of  it  ? 

A.  I  think  I  looked  over  bis  account  myself. 

Q.  That  is  the  way  you  got  your  information  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  advanced  the  money?  How  much  advance  did  yoa 
get  on  the  sale ;  how  much  did  you  make  in  that  operation  ? 

A.  One  40  I  think  I  sold  for  HOO ;  I  do  not  remember  dis- 
tinctly. 

Q.  How  much  the  others  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  what  I  did  get  for  them. 

Q.  You  cannot  remember  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  it 

Q.  How  much  did  yoa  make  on  the  first  sale  ? 
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A.  I  do  not  know  how  much  Mr,  Porter  will  allow  me  for 

my  aervices, 

Q.  You  have  got  the  money  ? 

A.  Yea,  sir;  he  has  juat  returned  from  Alpena,  and  we 
have  not  made  any  settlement. 

Q.  When  did  you  enter  that  ? 

A.  When  was  the  reserve  made,  or  when  was  the  patent 
made, — which  do  you  mean  ? 

Q.  When  was  the  patent  made  ? 

A.  Last  fall,  I  think. 

Q.  Yon  have  had  the  money  since  that  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  not  seen  him  since  that  ? 

A.  No,  air,  he  has  just  returned  firom  Alpena. 

Q.  How  long  had  this  land  been  reserved  before  you  had 
tbem  patented  ? 

A.  I  could  not  state. 

Q,  About  how  long? 

A.  From  one  to  three  months,  I  should  think. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  testifjiug  before  the  committee  of 
inquiry  that  it  was  about  four  mohths  ? 

A,  I  told  you  I  did  not  know,  just  as  I  have  now.  It  might 
have  been  one,  two,  three,  or  four  months,  I  presume  I  aaid. 

Q.  What  other  lands  have  you  dickered  with  in  the  aame 
manner  ? 

A,  I  believe  there  was  another  piece,  that  Mr.  Turner  here 
in  town  got  me  to  sell  for  him. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  now  when  it  was. 

Q.  How  much  was  there  of  it  ? 

A.  40  or  80  acres,— I  think  80. 

Q.  When  was  it  ? 

A.  Last  fall,  sometime. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  make  in  that  operation  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  but  I  think  Mr.  Turner  paid  me  $10  for 
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negotiating  the  sale.  I  knew  nothing  about  the  land.  It  was 
his  land,  and  I  sold  it  for  him. 

Q.  Did  he  nnderatand  that  if  yoii  would  make  a  sale  he 
would  pay  you  for  it  ? 

A.  He  told  me  if  I  wonld  negotiate  for  a  sale  of  the  land  he 
would  make  it  all  right. 

Q.  Was  that  arrangement  made  at  the  time  he  had  the  land 
entered  ? 

A.  No,  Bir. 

Q.  Before  ? 

A.  I  did  not  know  when  he  entered  the  land.  He  entered 
on  his  own  responsibility.  I  never  asked  him  to  enter  it,  or 
Baid  a  word  to  him  about  it. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  sell  it  to  ? 

A.  I  think  Theodore  Bathay. 

Q.  How  much  of  an  advance  did  he  get  above  the  minimum 
price? 

A.  I  think  he  sold  that  for  $160. 

Q.  That  "forty?" 

A.  No ;  I  think  it  was  eighty. 

Q.  Been  interested  in  any'other  case  in  the  same  manner  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  been  interested  in  one  or  two  other  piecea 
in  the  same  way.  I  do  not  remember,  though,  where  they 
were. 

Q.  Are  there  not  some  lands  held  now  in  the  same  way  by 
parties  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  not  interested  in  some  lands  now  that  were 
entered  in  the  State  ? 

A.  There  are  some  lands — no— I  have  the  same  charge  of — 
they  wish  me  to  negotiate  for  the  sale  of  them. 

Q.  Have  you  no  interest  in  them  otherwise  than  as  an  agent 
in  selling  them  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  would  call  it  au  agent  or  not. 

Q.  What  do  yon  call  it? 
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A.  The  way  that  stands,  it  is  optional  for  him  to  make  it 
right  with  me.  If  I  will  negotiate  for  the  sale  of  the  land  he 
will  pay  me  something- 

Q.  He  aeks  yon  to  do  so  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Promises  to  pay  you  if  joii  succeed  in  selling  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  fixes  the  price  of  compensation  ? 

A.  There  is  not  any  price  fised. 

Q.  Who  instructs  you  as  to  the  price  that  you  are  to  charge 
for  the  land  ? 

A.  I  believe,  as  a  general  thing,  the  price  is  fixed  by  the 
party  who  owna  the  land. 

Q.  How  was  it  in  the  Bathay  case, — did  he  fix  the  price  ? 

A.  Mr.  Turner,  I  think,  did ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Will  you  giye  us  the  names  of  the  other  persons  that  you 
are  interested  with,  in  lands  that  are  unsold  ? 

A.  One  man's  name  is  Roberts,  I  think. 

Q,  Nelson  Roberts,  Jr.  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  hie  name  is  not  Nelson, — A.  D^  I  think. 

Q.  Where  does  he  live  ? 

A.  Saginaw. 

Q.  In  how  much  land  are  you  interested  with  him? 

A.  There  was  a  "forty," — I  do  not  know  but  he  has  Bold  it, 
now. 

Q.  Did  you  not  furnish  him  information  in  relation  to  that 
lot? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  Is  that  patented  now  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is. 

Q.  When  was  it  patented  ? 

A.  It  was  patented — I  don't  remember, — some  time  ago. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  pretty  nearly  the  date  ? 

A.  No.    I  cannot  remember  what  month. 

Q.  What  makes  you  think  it  is  patented  at  all  ? 
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A.  Because  I  thought  he  sold  it.  I  did  not  succeed  in  mak- 
ing a  sale,  and  he  sold  it  himself. 

Q.  Has  he  paid  you  anything  for  that  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  other  lots  are  there  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  any  others,  now, 

Q.  Caa  you  think  of  any  other  person  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  of  any,  now. 

Q.  What  other  ways  have  you  of  making  money,  in  the 
office,  besides  selling  lands  for  people,  or  being  interested  in 
lands. 

A.  I  do  not  have  any,  unless  it  is  gratuities,  once  in  a  while. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  gr-atuities  ? 

A.  I  mean  there  have  been  such  cases  where  there  are  par- 
ties who  have  offered  me  a  little  something  for  my  kindness 
and  attention  to  them. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  whether  you  took  it  or  not,  when  he 
offered  it  kindly  to  you  ? 

A,  I  do  not  remember  of  ever  refusing. 

Q.  How  much  have  you  received  in  that  manner? 

A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Q.  Have  you  any  opinion  about  it  ? 

A,  Not  much ; — I  mean  I  have  received  but  very  little.  I 
could  not  make  an  estimate.    1  could  not  guess. 

Q.  $100? 

A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  $50? 

A.  No.  I  do  not  think  it  would  reach  $15  the  entire  time 
that  1  have  been  in  the  office, 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Porter  had  an  order  from  Smith 
to  reserve  on  those  contracts  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that? 

A.  I  have  seen  it. 

Q.  What  kind  of  an  order  was  it  ? 
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A-  Like  any  order  to  reserve  land. 

Q.  When  you  sold  this  lani  why  was  it  not  entered  upon 
that  order  ? 

A.  I  think  he  bad  used  hia  order  so  nearly  up  that  there 
was  not  enough  credit  left. 

Q.  Had  he  any  right  to  enter  it  upon  that  order  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Was  not  that  unmatured  scrip  ?  He  had  reserved  it  on 
unmatured  scrip. 

A.  Had  he  any  right  to  have  it  patented  ? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  It  was  reserved  on  unmatured  scrip  ? 

A.  When  he  reserved  it. 

Q.  When  he  entered  it,  the  ecrip  had  not  matured  ? 

A.  I  hardly  think  it  had, — I  do  not  know. 

Q.  If  it  had  matured  eould  he  have  entered  it  then,  according 
to  the  rules  of  his  office  ? 

A.  If  he  had  credit. 

Q.  Could  he  have  entered  it  on  that  reservation,  under  that 
contract  ? 

A.  If  the  scrip  was  matured  and  he  had  credit. 

Q.  The  reservation  just  as  it  was  ? 

A.  If  it  had  not  been  used  up, — you  mean  if  he  had  not  used 
it. 

Q.  That  was  reserved  on  Smith's  contract. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  had  he  a  right  to  enter  it  under  Smith's  contract  ? 

A.  I  think  he  had.  I  think  the  scrip  was  not  matured, — 
but  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  not  understand  that  that  Smith  contract  was 
assigned  to  Mr.  Smith, — and  that  Smith  never  allowed  Porter 
to  ent«r  for  him  ? 

A.  I  know  that  the  land  is  reserved  under  an  order  from 
Smith  to  Torter, — and  the  regular  order  was  filed. 
114 
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Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Hewitt  have  an  order  for  Bathay  on  the 
same  contract  to  reserve  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  Bathay's  contracts,  or  anything  about  that;  I 
have  nothing  to  do  there. 

Q.  Do  not  yon  know  that  this  same  contract  that  waB  aesigned 
to  Smith  was  used  by  Mr.  Hewitt  to  reserve  lands  with  it  ? 

A.  I  have  heard  it  the  last  few  days. 

Q.  Did  jou  not  know_it  before  ? 

A.  I  may  have  known  it,  but  I  never  gave  it  any  attention. 
I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  business. 

Q.  You  were  not  interested  to  remember  it  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  when  you  are  at  home  ? 

A.  Allegan. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION   OP  QBOSGB   B.   GRISWOLD. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

Question.  In  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Eoberte,  were  you 
in  any  way  interested  in  the  land  except  in  the  sale  of  it  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  only  as  he  was  in  the  office  one  day  he 
requested  me  to  write  letters  to  parties  owning  land  adjoining. 
That  was  all  the  interest  I  had. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  about  when  that  was  ? 

A.  It  was  not  a  great  while  ago, 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  purchase  of  that  land 
from  the  State  by  Eoberts  ? 

A.  Nothing  about  it  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  got  the  land  from  the  State  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  In  the  piece  that  you  sold  for  Turner, — were  yon  in  any 
way  interested  in  the  purchase  of  that  land  from  the  State  ? 

A.  Mr.  Turner  had  entire  charge  of  that.  I  never  spoke  to 
him  about  the  land  until  he  requested  me  to  sell  it  for  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  got  that  laud  from  the  State, — did 
you  know  when  he  got  it  from  the  State? 
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A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  he  spoke  to  you  about  selling  it  ? 

A.  Last  fall  Eometime. 

Q.  In  the  two  "forties"  that  you  sold  for  Porter,  were  yoa 
interested  in  the  purchase  of  that  land  from  the  State  ? 

A.  No,  I  was  not  interested  iu  the  purchase  of  it. 

Q.  Were  you  interested  in  the  laud  in  any  way  other  than 
the  sale  of  it  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  jou  sell  both  the  "forties  ?" 

A.  I  did, 

Q.  You  say  that  that  land  was  reserved  qn  Obed  Smith's 
contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  reserved,  I  think,  upon  another  contract. 

Q.  Other  than  the  Bathay  contract  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  at  first,  and  I  think  that  Porter  had  it  transfer- 
red to  Obed  Smith's,  after  a  time.  I  do  not  remember  exactly 
how  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  Obed  Smith  gave  him  an  order  for  that 
reserving  ? 

A.  He  had  a  thousand-dollar  order  from  Obed  Smith. 

Q.  To  reserve  lands  to  the  amount  of  a  thousand  dollars  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  And  these  two  "  forties  "  were  put  upon  that  reservation  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  Do  JOU  know  whether  that  order  was  so  formed  that  the 
land  might  be  patented  to  Porter  ? 

A,  I  do  not  remember  about  that, 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  the  reservation  was  made  in  favor  of 
Porter,  on  that  order  for  these  two  "  forties  ?  " 

A.  I  think  I  remember  the  time  when  Porter  made  the 
reservation. 

Q.  Can  you  fix  it  somewhere  near? 

A.  The  reservation  is  on  file,  and  dated, — you  could  very 
easily  tell  about  that,    I  cannot  remember  about  it. 
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Q.  Ib  that  not  in  accordtmce  with  the  rule  of  the  office,  to 
keep  them  there,  in  the  bos  or  ia  that  letter-book  P 

A.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  would  be  the  proper  pIaoe,in 
the  box  or  in  the  letter-book. 

Q.  Are  you  not  any  more  certain  than  a  little  inclined  to 
believe  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  their  being  in  any  other  place  ? 

A.  I  have  never  known  anything  about  them. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  made  search  before  for  applications  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  of  ever  making  search  for  an  applica- 
tion before. 

Q.  And  you  are  confident  that  it  la  not  in  that  box  or  letter- 
book? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Q.  What  clerk  has  chai^  of  that 

A.  The  Deputy,  and  Mr.  Robinson,  chief  clerk. 

EE-CROSS-ESAMIKATION  OP  G.  B.   QBISWOLD. 

Re-croBS-examined  by  Mr.  McGowan : 

QueBtion.  In  making  applications  to  the  Deputy,  or,  in  hia 
absence,  to  the  chief  clerk,  for  the  entry  of  land  by  scrip,  have 
you  ever  had  occasion  to  pass  him  money  on  the  application  at 
any  other  times  except  these  you  have  spoken  of? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have. 

Q,  In  waiting  upon  parties,  is  it  not  common  that  they  pass 
it  in  to  the  waiting  clerk  and  he  to  the  Deputy. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Passing  in  the  application  with  the  money. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Manager  Huston ; 

Question.  When  did  you  commence  to  act  as  waiting  clerk, 
waiting  on  customers  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  four  or  five  days  ago. 
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